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By Mr. HA VENNER: 
H. R . 2501. A bill for the relief of Alexander 

George John McKerrow and George Edgar 
McKerrow; to the Committee on the Ju-
diciary. · 

By Mr~ HEDRICK: 
H. R. 2502. A bill for the relief of Sarah 

Kabacznik; to the Committee on the Ju-
diciary. · 

By Mr. JAVITS: 
H. R. 2503. A bill for the relief of Maria 

Rosa Bardales Arias; to the Committee on 
the Judiciary. 

H. R. 2504. A bill for the relief of Ben
jamin F. Burkwitt; to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. 
· H. R. 2505. A bill for the relief of Carl Weit

lanner; to the Committee on the Judiciary. 
By Mr. KING: . 

H. R. 2506. A bill for the relief of Masunari 
Saito and Isao Saito; to the Committee on 
the Judiciary. , 

By Mr. McGRATH: 
H. R. 2507. A bill for the relief of the es

tate of Victor Jacobowitz; to the Committee 
on the Judiciary. 

, By Mr. McGREGOR: 
H. R. 2508. A bill for the relief of Kay Adel 

Snedeker; to the Committee on the Judi· 
ciary . . 

By Mr. MORANO: 
H. R. 2509. A bill for the relief of First Lt. 

Henry S. Watcke.; to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. 

By Mr. MULTER: 
H. R. 2510. A bill for the relief of Mrs. Bev

erly Brunell Roth; to the C'ommittee on the 
Judiciary. 

By Mr. HARDIE SCOTT: 
H. R. 2511. A bill for the relief of Paul Da .. 

cut or Pawlo Dacsuk; to the Committee on 
the Judiciary. · 

H. R. 2512. A bill for the relief of Giovanni 
Di Rosa; to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. STEED: 
H. R. 2513. A bill for the relief of Harry E. 

Wilson; to the Committee on the Judiciary. 
By Mr. WOOD of Idaho: 

H. R. 2514. A bill for the relief of Maria 
Theresa Stancola; to the Committee on · the
Judiciary. 

PETITIONS, ETC. 

Under clause 1 of rule XXII, petitions 
and papers were laid on the Clerk's desk 
and referred as follows: 

3lt By Mr. BUSH: Petition of the Rotary 
Club of Montgomery, Pa., urging that the 
State and Federal Governments take im
mediate action in the construction of fiood
control devices in the valley of the west 
;Branch of the Susquehanna River; to the 
Committee on Public Works. 

39. By Mr. CANFIELD: Resolution adopted 
on January 25, 1951, by the board of direc
tors of the Association of Ice Cream Manu
facturers of Pennsylvania, New Jersey, and 
Delaware, requesting the Members of Con
gress and all Federal agencies governing the 
control of such supplies, equipment, and 
transportation that they give full considera
tion to the necessary requiremen~s of the 
j.ndustry; to the Committee on Banking and 
Currency. 

40. Also, telegram from the executive com
mittee of the Greater Paterson Council of 
Churches, urging the prompt sending of 
needed grain to India as the most dynamic 
thing democratic America can do both mor
ally and diplomatically; to the Committee 
on Foreign Affairs. 

41. By the SPEAKER: Petition Of Dr; A. 
Albers, president, Ostasiatischer Verein 
Hamburg-Bremen E. V., relative to the fate 
and welfare of those German nationals who 
have been driven froin their homes and have 
been deprived of their property; to the Com
mittee on Armed Services. 

SENATE 
THURSDAY, FEBRUARY 8, 1951 

(Legislative day of Monday, January 29, 
1951) 

The Senate met at 12 o'clock meridian, 
on the expiration of the recess. 

The Chaplain, Rev. Frederick Brown 
Harris, D. D., offered the following 
prayer'. 

0 merciful God whose law. is truth and 
whose statutes stand forever, we beseech 
Thee to grant unto us, who in the morn
ing seek Thy face, the benediction which 
a sense of Thy presence lends to each 
new day. Unite our hearts and minds 
to bear the burdens that are laid upon 
us. Grant us this day the grace to live 
on the altitudes of our aspirations. As 
servants of Thine and 'of the Nation and 
of the peoples of this shattered earth, 
&tricken, bleeding, starving, save us from 
false choices and guide our hands and 
minds to heal and bind and build and 
bless. We ask it in the dear Redeemer's 
name. Amen. 

THE JOURNAL 

On request of Mr. MCFARLAND, and by 
unanimous consent, the reading of the 
Journal of the proceedings of Monday, 
February 5, 1951, was dispensed with. 

MESSAGES FROM THE PRESIDENT 

Messages in writing from the Presi
dent of the United States were commu
nicated to the Senate by Mr. Miller, one 
of his secretaries. 

MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE 

A message from the House of Repre
sentatives, by Mr. Maurer, one of its 
reading clerks, announced . that the 
House had passed the following bills, in 
which it requested the concurrence of 
the Senate: 

H. R. 2141. An act to extend for 2 years 
the existing privilege of free importation of 
gifts from members of the Armed Forces of 
the United States on duty abroad; 

H. R. 2192. An act to amend section 313 
(b) of the Tariff Act of 1930; and 

H. R. 2268. An act to authorize the pay
ment of interest on series E savings bonds 
retained after maturity, and for other pur
poses. · 

MEETING OF COMMITTEE DURING 
SENATE SESSION 

On request of Mr. JOHNSTON of South 
Carolina, and by unanimous consent, 
the Committee on Post Office and Civil 
Service was authorized to meet this aft
ernoon during the session of the Senate. 

TRANSACTION OF ROUTINE BUSINESS 

Mr. · McFARLAND. Mr. President, I 
ask unanimous .consent that Senators 
be permitted to present petitions and 
memorials, submit reports, introduce 
bills and joint resolutions, and offer 
other routine matters for the RECORD. 
without debate and without speeches. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Is there ob
jection? The Chair hears none, and it 
is so ordered. · 
THE NEW JERSEY RAILROAD TRAGEDY 

Mr. HENDRICKSON. Mr. President, 
I ask unanimous consent to address my.:. 

self for 2 minutes ·to New Jersey's 
tragedy orTuesday evening, the railroad 
wreck in which 83 people gave their lives, 
and countless others were seriously 
injured. · 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Without ob
jection, it is so ordered. 

Mr. HENDRICKSON. Mr. President, 
at the outset I desire to express my deep
est sympathy to those who have suffered 
in any manner therefrom, and particu
larly to those who have lost forever the 
loved ones whose lives were taken in this 
needless tragic catastrophe. 

I might say, Mr. President, that 
among those whose lives were snuffed 
out in this horrible accident was Mr. 
George Mccarter, one of New Jersey's 
leading lawyers and the son of one of 
New Jersey's greatest of all time at-
torneys general. _ 

Throughout the history of mankind, 
there have been similar tragedies. Some 
have been the result of unknown causes. 
I dare say that God in his wisdom has 
purposely yisited some of them upon de
fiant violators of his laws. But for the 
most part, I am sure that they have been 
the result directly or indirectly of the 
hapless errors of judgment on the part 
of responsible authorities in every given 
instance. 

That New Jersey's tragedy on Tuesday 
was one of the worst in railroad history, 
no one can gainsay or deny. 

Mr. President, I shall withhold judg
ment upon the major factors which con
tributed to this awful miscarriage of 
safety principles, those principles to 
which our Nation has in more recent 
years dedicated so much of its resources 
at all levels of government for proper 
solutions. I am sure that the pending 
hearings in New York City before the 
Interstate Commerce Commission will 
bring to light those errors of human 
judgment and whatever there may be of 
mechanical fault involve·d. I am sure 
that justice, as we practice it, will prop
erly adJudge any who may be guilty of 
wanton negligence. 

But, sir, there is one factor which the 
people of America should not overlook or 
forget in the immediate catastrophe. 
we· know that selfish labor interests are 
conducting a railroad strike in what 
has come to be a most crucial period of 
the Nation's history. We know that 
precious lives of American mothers' sons 
are being sacrificed in Korea for our free 
way of life; we know that the current 
strike runs directly counter to all of the 
things in which we believe and for which 
we .happily contribute in these most 
critical times, and as to the tragic call 
upon innocent lives in New Jersey's 
costly disaster, we know that without the 
strike, the death toll would have been 
materially reduced. The facts in this 
connection speak for themselves without 
regard to the meclianical and human 
failures involved. 

No one can deny that an overcrowded 
train is a .hazard. No one can deny that, 
but for the strike, there would have been 
fewer passenger·s on the fateful train 
which was to bring so much sorrow to sq 
many. 

Mr. President, were i a party to the 
curre~t -strike~ I would. always wonder to 
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the end of my time whether or not I had 
contributed to the sorrow and misery 
which must necessarily follow in the 
wake of New Jersey's tragedy of Tuesday 
evening. 

Perhaps it takes such things to awaken 
us to a full consciousness of our responsi
bilities to eaGh other and to the Nation. 

I fervently hope that at least this 
shocking incident will cause every selfish 
interest in the country to pause and give 
thought to the indirect contributions 
which it is so easily possible for them to 
make to tragedy when they disregard 
the Nation's basic needs. 

Mr. SMITH of New Jersey. Mr. Presi
dent, I wish to associate myself with 
what my distinguished colleague has said 
with regard to the tragic disaster in New 
Jersey. I appreciate what he has said, 
and I join with him in the sympathy he 
has expressed and in the tenor of his 
remarks. 

Mr. HENDRICKSON. I thank the 
Senator. 

ANNOUNCEMENT AS TO LEGISLATIVE 

BUSINESS NEXT WEEK 

Mr. McFARLAND. Mr. President, I 
wish to make an announcement. Eome 
of our good friends on the other side of 
the aisle feel that they need a week to 
try to convince the people that their 
party should have a little more consider
ation than it has had in the past. I 
agree that it will take that long, and 
longer, for them to do so. Inasmuch as 
there is important committee work to be 
done, which can be done next week, I 
thought we should accommodate them, 
and give them that opportunity. I am 
sorry we cannot give them longer, be
cause I am sure they need longer. How
ever, I wish to announce that there will 
be no votes on any controversial matters 
next week. Therefore they can feel free 
and at ease to go out and do what they 
can for a lost cause. 

Mr. WHERRY. Mr. President will 
the Senator yield? 

Mr. McFARLAND. ! yield. 
Mr. WHERRY. I wish to thank the 

majority leader for his very forthright 
statement. I appreciate that type of 
leadership. In the past it has been a 
leadership of indecision. We never 
knew whether there would be an im
portant vote or not. I thank the dis
tinguished majority leader and compli:. 
ment him on his fairness in stating that 
next week there will be no vote on a con
troversial matter. 

If I may be permitted to say a word 
further, we did pretty well in 1950, with 
the time allotted to us. Perhaps in 1952, 
as a result of the Senator's fairness, the 
American people will do a wonderful job, 
and produce the result which we an
ticipate. So I thank the Senator for th~ 
extra days he is giving us during the 
Lincoln's Birthday season. 

Mr. McFARLAND. I :may say to the 
distinguished minority leader that I find 
that the more time our friends on the 
other side of the aisle have, the worse 
they do. That is one reason why I am 
willing to be liberal. I desire to be fair 
with the Senator and let him know my 
reasons. 

Mr. WHERRY. We thank the Sena
tor for his kindness. If the best he can 

do is to give us a week, we appreciate 
that, and we will let the people decide. 
They will be the judges of who does well 
and who does not do well. I am satis
fied that we made a great start in 1950, 
and I think we are going to do a wonder
ful job in 1952. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. It was stip
ulated that there be no debate during 
the morning hour proceedings. 

Mr. McFARLAND. I did wish to state 
that some bills may be taken up during 
the latter part of the week, but if there 
is any controversy over them, and any 
Senator wishes to have them go over, 
they will go over. 

Mr. WHERRY. I thank the Senator. 
REPORT OF AIR COORDINATING COMMIT

TEE-MESSAGE FROM THE PRESIDENT 

(H. ~oc. NO. 55) 

The VICE PRESIDENT laid before the 
Sena~e the following message from the 
President of the United States, which 
was :l.'ead, and, with the accompanying 
report, referred to the ComIIJ.ittee on In
terstate and Foreign ·commerce. 

To the Congress of the Un~ied States: 
I trammit herewith for the informa

tion and consideration of the Congress 
the annual report of the Air Coordi
nating Committee for the calendar year 
1950. 

H ARRY S ~ TRUMAN. 
THE WHITE HOUSE, February 8, 1951. 

REPORT OF ECONOMIC COOPERATION AD

MINISTRATION-M:W.SSAGE FROM THE 

PRESIDEN T (H. DOC. NO. 52) 

The VICE PRESIDENT laid before the 
Senate the following message from the 
President of the United States, which 
was read, and, with the accompanying 
report, referred to the Committee on 
Foreign Relations: 

To the Congress of the United States of 
America: 

I am transmitting herewith the tenth 
report of the Economic Cooperation Ad
ministration created by the Foreign As
sistance Let of 1948 <Public Law 472, 80th 
Cong.), approved April 3, 1948. 

The report c()vers activities under the 
Economic Cooperation Act of 1948 <title I 
of Public Law 472) as amended, as well 
as the programs of economic aid to China 
and the general area of China under the 
China Area Aid Act <title II of Public 
Law 535, 81st Cong.), and to the Republic 
of Korea under the provisions of the 
Foreign Aid Appropriation Act of 1949 
<Public Law 793, 80th Cong.) and Public 
Laws 430, 447, and 535, Eighty-first Con
gress. 

There is included in the appendix a 
summary of the status of the United 
States foreign relief program <Public 
Law 84, 80th Cong.) and the United. 
States foreign-aid program <Public Law 
389, 80th Cong.). 

This report covers the quarter ended 
September 30, 1950. 

HARRY S. TRUMAN. 
THE WHITE HOUSE, February 6, 1951. 

EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS, ETC. 

The VICE PRESIDENT laid-before the 
Senate the following letters, which were 
ref erred, as indicated: ' 

INCREASE IN CERTAIN ANNUITIES UNDER 
FOREIGN SERVICE RETIREMENT AND DI:JA• 
BILiTY SYSTEM 

A letter from the Secretary of State, trans
mitting a draft of proposed legislation to 
make certain increases in the annuities of 
annuitants under the Foreign Service re
tirement and disability system (with an ac
companying paper); to the Committee on 
Foreign Relations. 

STATUTE OF LIMITATIONS APPLICABLE TO 
VIOLATIONS OF PASSPORT LAWS 

A letter from the Secretary of State, trans
mitting a draft of proposed legislation to 
change from 3 years to 10 years the statute 
of limitations, applicable to violations of 
the passport laws and the laws relating to 
the falsification of evidence of citizenship 
(with an accompanying paper); to the Com
mittee on the Judiciary. 
PROPOSED AMENDMENTS TO ACT PROVIDING 

CODIFICATION OF NAVIGATION LAWS R'i:LATING 
TO ADMEASUREMENT, ETC. 

A letter from the Acting SecretaTy of the 
Treasury, recommending legislation to re
Vi$e, consolidate, and codify the navigation 
laws relating to admeasurement, documenta
tion, entry, clearance, coastwise trade, 
foreign trade, and United States fisheries, 
and for other purposes (with accompanying 
papers); to the Committee on the Judiciary. 
ADDITIONA). L'EVELOPMENTS, CENTRAL VALLEY 

PROJECT, CALIFORNIA 

A letter from the Secretary of the Interior, 
transmitting a draft of proposed legislation 
to authorize the Secretary of the Interior to 
undertake certain additional developments 
i:::l. connection with the Central Valley proj
ec ·, California, and for other purposes (with 
accompanying papers); to the Committee on 
Interior and Insular Affairs. 
ACTIViTIES OF TEMPORARY AND CERTAIN OTHER 

EMPLOYEES OF BUP.EAU OF LAND M ANAGE
MENT 

'\.letter from the Secretary of the Interior, 
transmitting a draft of proposed legislation 
re~ating to the activities of temporary and 

' certain other employees of the Bureau of 
Land Management (with an accompanying 
paper); to the Committee on Interior and 
In:mlar Affairs. 
LAWS ENACTED BY MUNICIPAL COUNCILS OF ST. 

THOMAS AND ST. JOHN AND ST. CROIX, V. !. 
A letter from the Assistant Secretary of 

the Interior, transmitting, pursuant to law, 
copies of laws enacted by the Municipal 
Councils of St. Thomas and St. John and 
S'~. Croix, V. I. (with accompanying papers); 
to the Committee on Interior and Insular 
Affairs. 

LETTER FROM SPEAKER OF HOUSE OF REPRE
SENTATIVES OF SAMOA TO GOVERNOR OF 
AMERICAN SAMOA 

A letter from the Secretary of the Navy, 
tr ... nsmitting a copy of a ·letter from the 
speaker of the house, Legislature of American 
S~moa, to the Governor of American Samoa, 
dated December 11, 1950, relating to the ad
ministration of the government of American 
Samoa (with an accompanying paper); · to 
the Committee on Interior and Insular 
Affairs. 
VIOLATION OF LAW AGAINST INCURRING 0BLI• 

GATIONS ABOVE EXPENDITURES 

A letter from the Assistant Attorney Gen
eral, relating to a technical violation of law 
against incurring obligations above expendi
tures authorized by section 1211 (i) (2) of 
Public Law 759, approved September 6, 1950; 
to the Committee on Appropriations. 
PROGRESS REPORT ON IMPROVEMENT OF FEDERAL,,; 

Am HIGHWAYS . 

A letter from the Secretary of Commerce, 
transmitting, pursuant to law, a progress re
port on the improvement of Federal-aid 
highways, for the fiscal year ended June ao. 
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1950 (with accompanying papers); to the 
Committee on Public Works. · 
DETAIL OF OFFICERS OF ARMED FORCES TO DE

PARTMENT OF COMMERCE IN CONNECTION 
WITH CIVIL AVIATION 
A letter from the Secretary of Commerce, 

transmitting a draft of proposed legislation 
to authorize the detail of officers of the 
Armed Forces in any duty or position with 
the Department of Commerce in connection 
with the work of promoting civU aviation 
(with an accompanying paper); to the Com
mittee on Armed Services. 
REPORT OF ADMINISTRATOR, FEDERAL SECURITY 

AGENCY 
A letter from the Administrator, Federal 

Security Agency, transmitting, pursuant to 
law, the first part of the annual report of 
the Federal Security Agency, fiscal year 1950 
(with an accompanying report); to the Com
mittee on Finance. 
STATEMENT OF EXPENDITURES BY UNITED STATES 

COURT OF CUSTOMS AND PATENT APPEALS 
A letter from the Director, Administrative 

Office of the United States Courts, transmit
ting, pursuant to law, a statement of ex
penditures of appropriations for the United 
States Court of Customs and Patent Appeals, 
for the fiscal year ended June 30, 1950 (with 
an accompanying statement); to the Com
mittee on the Judiciary. 

DISPOSITION OF EXECUTIVE PAPERS 
A letter from the Archivist of the United 

States, transmitting, pursuant to law, a list 
of papers and documents on the files of sev
eral departments and agencies of the Gov
ernment which are not needed in the con
duct of business and have no permanent 
value or historical interest, and requesting 
action looking to their disposition (with ac
companying papers); to a Joint Select Com
mittee on the Disposition of Papers in the 
Executive Departments. 

The VICE PRESIDENT appointed Mr. 
JOHNSTON of South Carolina and Mr. 
LANGER members of the committee on the 
part of the Senate. . . ~ 

PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS 

Petitions, etc., were laid before the 
Senate, or presented, and referred as in
dicated: 

By the VICE PRESIDENT: 
A joint resolution of the Legislature of the 

State of Indiana; to the Committee on the 
Judiciary: 

"Senate Enrolled Joint Resolution 1 
"Whereas both Houses of the Eightieth 

Congress of the United States of America, at 
the first session of such Congress, by a con
stitutional majority of two-thirds of each 
House thereof, made a proposition to amend 
the Constitution of the United States in the 
following. words, to wit: 

•• 'Joint resolution proposing an amendment 
to the constitution of the United States 
relating to the terms of office of the 
President 
" 'Resolved by the Senate and House of 

Representatives of the United States of 
America in Congress assembled (two-thirds 
of each House concurring therein), That the 
following article is hereby proposed as an 
amendment to the Constitution of the 
United States, which shall be valid to . all in
tents and purposes as part of the Constitu
tion when ratified by the legislatures of 

·three-fourths of the several States: 
"'"ARTICLE -

"•"SECTION 1. No person shaU be elected 
to the Office of the' President more than 
twice, and no person who has held the Office 
of President, or acted as President, for more 
than 2 years of a term to which some other 
person was elected President shall be elected 
to the Office of the President more than once. 

But this article shall not apply to any per
son holding the Office of President when this 
article was proposed by the Congress, and 

. shall not prevent any person who · may be 
holding the Office of President, or acting as 
President, during the term within which 
this article becomes operative from holding 
the Office of President or acting as President 
during the remainder of such term. 

" ' "SEC. 2. This article shall be inoperative 
unless it shall have been ratified as an 
amendment to the constitution by the legis
latures of three-fourths of the several States 
within 7 years from the date of its submis
sion to the States by the Congress" '; There
fore be it 

"Resolved by the General Assembly of the 
State of Indiana: 

"SECTION 1. That the said proposed amend-
. ment to the Constitution of the United 
States of America be, and the same is hereby, 
ratified by the General Assembly of the State 
of Indiana. 

"SEC. 2. That certified copies of this pre
amble and joint resolution be forwarded by 
the Governor · of this State to the Secretary 
of State at Washington, D. C., to the Presid
ing Officer of the United States Senate, and 
to the Speaker of the House of Representa-

. tives of the United States. 
"JOHN A. WATKINS, 

"President of Senate. 
"W. 0. HUGHEr", 

"Speaker of House of Representatives. 
"Approved January 31, 1951. ' 

"HENRY F. ScHRICKER, 
"Governor of the State of Indiana." 

A joint resolution of the legislature .of the 
State of Montana; to the Committee on the 
Judiciary: · 

"House Joint H.esolution 1 
"Joint resolution of the House of Representa

tives of the Thirty-second Legislative As
sembly of the State of Montana, the senate 
concurring, ratifying proposed amendment 
to the Constitution of the United States 
relating to the terms of office of the Presi
dent of the United States 
"Be it resolved by the House of Representa

tives of the Thirty-second Legislative Assem
bly of the State of Montana (the-senate con
curring therein) : 

"Whereas by joint resolution of the Senate 
and House of Representatives of the Con
gress of the United States of America the 
following article was proposed as an amend
ment to the Constitution of the United 
States: 

"'ARTICLE -
"'SECTION 1. No person shall be elected to 

the office of the President more than twice, 
and no person who has held the office of 
President, or acted as President, for more 
than two (2) years of a term to which some 
other person was elected President shall be 
elected to the office of President more than 
once. But this article shall not apply to 
any person holding the office of President 
when this article was proposed by the Con
gress, and shall not prevent any person who 
may be holding the office of President, or 
acting as President, during the term within 
which this article becomes operative from 
holding the office of President or acting as 
President during the remainder of such term. 

" 'SEC. 2. This ·article shall be inoperative 
unless it shall have been ratified as an 
amendment to the Constitution by the legis
latures of three-fourths ( % ) of the several 
States within seven (7) years from the date 
of its submission to the States by the Con
gress'; and 

"Whereas it is provided by the above arti
cles that it shall be valid to all intents and 
purposes as part of the Constitution when 
ratified by the legislature of three-fourths 
(%) of the several States: Now, therefore, 
be it 

"Resolved by the House of Representatives 
of the State of Montana (the senate con
curring therein), That the foregoing pro• 

posed amendment to the Constitution of the 
United States of America be, and the same 
is hereby ratified. by the Thirty-second Leg
islative Assembly of the State of Montana; 
and be it further 

"Resolved, That certified copies of this 
joint resolution be forwarde.d by the Gov
ernor of this State, to the Secretary of State 
of the United States of America, to the Presi
dent of the Senate, and to the Speaker of the 
House of Representatives of the Congress of 
the United States. 

"ORY J. ARMSTRONG, 
"Speaker of the House. 

"PAUL CANNON, 
"Pr.esident of the Senate." 

. A resolution adopted by the City Council 
of Baltimore, Md., relating to the burning 
of the Hawkins Point ·Ammunition Pier in 
Baltimore; to the Committee on Appropria
tions. 

A resolution adopted by the executive 
council of the American Federation of Labor, 
urging an all-out effort for complete mobi
lization, and so forth; to the Committee on 
Foreign Relations. 

A resolution adopted by the Business and 
Professional Women's Club, Ashland, Ky., 
relating to ·the use by the enemy in Korea 
of arms manufactured in the United States; 
to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign 
Commerce. 

By Mr. ANDERSON: 
A joint resolution of the Legislature of the 

State of ·New Mexico; to the Committee on 
Labor and Public Welfare: 

"Senate Memorial 2 

. ''Memorializing the President of the United 
State to immediately go on record as favor
ing the ~staqlishment of a Veterans' Ad
ministration intermediary hospital and 
rehabilitation center at Truth or Conse
quences (Hot Springs), N. Mex., with a 
strong department of physical medicine 
"Be it resolved by the Legislature of the 

State of New Mexico: 
"Whereas the late President of the United 

States, Franklin Delano Roosevelt, know
ing from his -own experience the value of 
physical medicine and after a survey of the 
possibilities of Truth or Consequences (Hot 
Springs), N. Mex., gave his moral support for 
the establishment of a hospital with a strong 
department of physical medicine; and 

"Whereas Mr. Roosevelt, then President of 
the United States, when informed that there 
were a large number of veterans from various 
sections of the United States here "on their 
own" to regain their health though there 
were no Veterans' Administration facilities 
available, the President of the United States 
brought the matter to the attention of Gen
eral Hines and asked him to survey the pos .. 
sibilities .at Truth or Consequences (Hot 
Spring), N. Mex., for a Veterans' Administra
tion hospital, with a strong department of 
physical medicine; and 

"Whereas the Disabled American Veterans, 
the American Legion, and the Veterans of 
Foreign Wars, each in their respective de
partment and national conventions, en
dorsed the establishment of a Veterans' Ad
ministration Hospital at Truth or Conse
quences (Hot Springs), N. Mex., for the 
benefit of their disabled comrades: Now, 
therefore, be it 

"Resolved by the Legislature of the State 
of New Mexico, That the President of the 
United States be and he is hereby me
morialized to take .immediate and proper 
action as has been resolved by the national 
conventions of the Disabled American Vet
erans, the American Legion and the Veterans 
of Foreign Wars by going on record as favor
ing the establishment of a Veterans' Admin. 
lstration intermediary hospital and re
habUitation center at Truth or Consequences· 
(Hot Springs), N. Mex., with a strong depart
ment of physical medicine, and to request 
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the Veterans' Administration to take im
mediate acti6n to establish this much need-
ed facility, · 

"TIBO J. CHAVEZ, 

"President, Senate. 
"NATALIE S. BUCK, 

"Chief Clerk, Senate. 
"Approved by me this 30th day of Janu

ary 1951. 
"EDWIN L. MECHEM, 

"Governor, State of New Mexico." 

· A joint resolution of the Legislature of 
the State of New Mexico; to the Committee 
on Armed Services: 

"Senate Joint Memorial 2 
"Memorial by the Twentieth Legislature of 

the State of .New Mexico memorializing the 
Congress of the United States, and the 
New Mexico Representatives therein, to 
oppose the drafting of 18-year-old youths 
"Be it resolved by the Legislature of the 

State of New Mexico: 
"Whereas it is contemplated that a bill 

be presented to the Congress of the United 
States changing the age of drafting men 
from 19 to 18 years of age; and 

"Whereas the drafting of 18-year-olds will 
interrupt the Nation's youth and the com
pletion of their high-school education; and 

"Whereas the United States has a great 
source of youth to meet the demands of a 
sufficient Army for the prosecution of the 
defense of the United States and of any 
offensive in other parts of the world; and 

"Whereas the drafting of 18-year-olds at 
this time would have a serious effect on the 
morale of the people: Now, therefore, be it 

"Resolved, That the Congress of the United 
States and the Members thereof from New 
Mexico, are hereby respectfully memorial
ized and urged to defeat any proposed bill 
which would require the drafting of 18-year
old youths; and be it further 

"Resolved, That copies of this memorial 
be sent to the President of the United States, 
to the Vice President of the United States, 
to the Speaker of the House of Representa
tives, and to each Senator and Member of the 
House of Repref!entatives from New Mexico. 

"TIBO J. CHAVEZ, 

"President, Senate. 
"NATALIE S. BUCK, 

"Chief Clerk, Senate. 
"CALVIN HORN, 

"Speaker, House of Representatives. 
"SANTOS QUINTANA, 

"Chief Clerk, House of Representatives." 

The VICE PRESIDENT laid before 
the Senate a joint resolution of the Leg
islature of the State of New Mexico 
identical with the foregoing, which was 
referred to the Committee on Armed 
Services. 
nESOLUTION OF MILITARY ORDER OF THE 

PURPLE HEART 

Mr. McCARTHY. Mr. President, a few 
days ago a group of combat-wounded 
veterans met in convention at Indianap
olis, Ind. The convention was. officially 
for the third zone conference of the Mili
tary Order of the Purple Heart. The 
third zone consists of the States of In
diana, Wisconsin, Michigan, Illinois, 
Kentucky, and Ohio. However, members 
of the organization from almost every 
State of the Union were represented. 

The convention considered and unani
mously adopted a resolution which I con
sider to be of the utmost importance, 
especially in view of the fact that it comes 
from young men who have been tested 
in battle and not found wanting. While 
I highly admire a number of other vet
erans' organizations, this one stands out 

specially. Each of these young men has 
been wounded in combat and knows 
whereof he speaks. I should like to have 
the resolution appropriately ref erred and 
inserted in the body of the RECORD at this 
point. It deals with the theft of secrets 
from the Pentagon. It covers the rec
ommendation of these combat-wounded 
veterans as to· what action should be 
taken by the Justice Department and by 
the Pentagon, having to do with the 
theft and publication by an alleged col
umnist. 

There being no objection, the resolu
tion was referred to the Committee on 
the Judiciary and ordered to be printed 
in the RECORD, as follows: 
RESOLUTION PASSED BY THE MILITARY ORDER 

OF THE PURPLE HEART 

Whereas Drew Pearson has lead a smear 
attack against so many national and inter
national figures \/ho have attempted to fight 
communism, some of the subjects of his 
smear attacks being Gen. Douglas MacArthur, 
James V. Forrestal, Chiang Kai-shek, the 
various heads of the Un-American Activities 
Committee, and Senator Joe McCarthy; and 

Whereas Pearson has recently been con
ducting a campaign in his column to dis
credit the generals in charge of our troops 
in Korea, as well as the GI's doing the :fight-
ing; and . 

Whereas the Secretary of the Army has 
stated in a letter that Pearson has been pub
lishing in his column secret military in
formation which indicates that there is a 
spy in the Pentagon stealing these secrets 
and passing them to Pearson; and 

Whereas it appears that if Pearson has 
access to the secret information as stated 
by the Secretary of the Army, he undoubt
edly has access to unlimited numbers of like 
secret documents; and 

Whereas this organization feels that this 
.constitutes the gravest threat to our national 
security and endangers the lives of every 
member of our Armed Forces, as well as 
those being drafted: Now, therefore, be it 

Resolved, That the Military Order of the 
Purple Heart in convention assembled for 
the third zone conference at Indianapolis, 
Ind., this 4th day of February 1951, go on 
record as demanding that every facility of 
our Intelligence Service be put to work to 
Immediately find the spy who is stealing 
military secrets and that then criminal pros
cution be immediately commenced against 
him and against everyone else who has vio
lated our espionage laws by working with 
this spy. 

DRAFTING OF FARM LABOR-RESOLU
TION OF WISCONSIN DAIRYMEN'S 
ASSOCIATION 

Mr. WILEY. Mr. President, I have re
ceived from B. R. Dugdale, secretary of 
the Wisconsin Dairymen's Association, a 
resolution adopted by the seventy-ninth 
convention of that group on an issue af
fecting every American farmer; namely, 
selective service. I know that this reso
lution expresses the views of countless 
farmers throughout America, as· well as 
their organizations. I ask unanimous 
consent, therefore, that the resolution 
be printed in the RECORD and ref erred to 
the Senate Armed Services Committee. 

There being no objection, the resolu. 
ti on was ref erred to the Committee on 
Armed Services, and ordered to be 
printed in the RECORD, as follows: 

RESOLUTION ON DRAFTING OF FARM LABOR 

Agriculture, particularly the production 
of dairy, livestock, and poultry products is 
a basic industry essential to national defense 

and the preservation of the moral and physi
cal strength of America and her free world 
democratic allies. Consideration must be 
given to the fact that reserve supplies of 
dairy and livestock products are diminish
ing. A decided shift away from milk and 
dairy production toward grain and other 
types of mechanized farming that can uti
lize import labor, is already in evidence. 

Dairy, livestock, and poultry operat.ons re •. 
quire workers of special experience, skill, and 
aptitude. Selective-service boards should 
recognize these facts and in the interest of 
national welfare and defense, retain such 
essential farm workers on the basis of vol
ume of production and giving co: isideration 
to each individual case on the basis of his
tory of farm work and critical family situ
ation. 

We believe there should be greater uniform
ity among the various draft boa1ds in con
sidering these principles. We insist that 
bona fide farmers be included in the mem
bership of selective-servic boards. 

In view of the importance of the dairy, 
livestock, and poultry industry and the 
threat to sustained production, we recom
mend that· selective-service legis.:..tion be 
e.nacted as soon as possible to remedy the 
present threat to our Nation's food emer-
gency. · 

PRIORITY FOR SCHOOL BUILDING MATE-
RIALS - RESOLUTION OF BOARD OF 
EDUCATION, SHOREWOOD, WIS. 

Mr. WILEY. Mr. President, the edu
cators of Wisconsin, like those of the 
other States of the Union, are deeply 
concerned lest in the situation of tight· 
ening supplies of building materials the 
schools of this Nation be forgotten and 
not be provided with adequate where
withal to meet increasing enrollments. 
I have this morning received from one 
of the school boards of niy State in 
Shorewood, Wis., a resolution urging 
that there be allocated sufficiently high 
priorities so that schools can obtain 
necessary building materials, quipment, 
and so forth, to handle their problems. 
I thoroughly agree with the sentiment 
expressed in this resolution and I ask 
unanimous consent that it be printed in 
the RECORD and appropriately referred. 

There being no objection, the resolu
tion was ref erred to the Committee on 
Labor and Public Welfare and ordered to 
be printed in the RECORD, as follows: 
RESOLUTION OF SCHOOL DISTRICT No. 4, VIL• 

LAGE OF SHOREWOOD, MILWAUKEE COUNTY, 
Wis. 
Whereas ODM and NPA are apparently 

ignoring the schools in planning the Na
tion's defense; and 

Whereas to house schools and keep them 
running we must have priorities for neces
sary materials and equipment; and 

Whereas schools face greater loads than 
ever before and are being called upon for 
use and services in the civil-defense pro• 
gram of the Nation; and 

Whereas an educated soldier is vital to 
national security; and 

Whereas an educated and resourceful peo
ple are necessary for national survival: Be it 

Resolved by this board, That the White 
House, Congress, and defense officials be ad• 
vised to place a vigorous emphasis on th~ 
importance of a high standard of education 
for both military achievement and indus• 
trial production, and that recognition b~ 
given to the basic needs of schools· over the 
Nation in meeting the greater enrollments 
and demands on · school plants and facili• 
ties for civil-defense and related mobiliza• 
tion programs, and that competent educa .. 
tional consultants and administrators bet . 
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used by NP A in planning school priorities, . 
and that speedy implementation of these 
suggestions be initiated by tq.ose entrusted 
with the grave responsibilities for planning 
for defens·e and mobilization; be it further 

Resolved, That a copy of this resolution 
be sent to (1) the President of the United 
States; (2) all Members of the Senate and 
House from Wisconsin; (3) Charies E. Wil
son, Director, Office of Defense Mobilization; 
(4) William Henry Harrison, Administrator, 
National Production Authority; (5) Earl J. 
McGrath, United States Commissioner of 
Education. 

Passed and adopted this 26th day of Janu
ary 1951. 

HERMAN W. PFEIL, 
District Clerk, Board of Education, 

Shorewood School District No. 4, 
Shorewood, Wis. 

REPORTS OF COMMITTEES 

The following reports of committees 
were submitted: 

By Mr. ELLENDER (for Mr. AIKEN). from 
the Committee on Agriculture and Forestry: 

S. 271. A bill to authorize the transfer to 
the Vermont Agricultural College of certain 
lands in Addison County, Vt., for agricul
tural purposes; without amendment (Rept. 
No. 80 ) . 

By Mr. JOHNSTON of South Carolina, froi;n 
the Committee on Post Office and Civil Serv
ice: 

S. Res. 53. Resolution to investigate per
sonnel needs and practices of the various 
governmental departments and agencies; 
without amendment (Rept. No. _81), and, 
under the rule, the resolution was referred 
to the Committee on Rules and Administra
tion. 

TEMPORARY PERSONNEL FOR COMMIT· 
TEE ON LABOR AND PUBLIC WELFARE
REPORT OF A COMMITTEE 

Mr. MURRAY. Mr. President, from 
the Committee on Labor and Public Wel
fare, I report an original resolution <S. 
Res. 71), and I submit a report <No. 89) 
thereon. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The report 
will be received, and, under the rule, the 
resolution will be ref erred to the Com
mittee on Rules and Administration. 

The resolution <S. Res. 71) was re
f erre'd. to the Committee on Rules and 
Administration, as follows: 

Resolved, That in holding hearings, re
porting such hearings and making investi
gations as authorized by subsection (1) of 
rule XXV of the Standing Rules of the 
Senate, or by sections 134 (a) and 136 of 
the Legislative Reorganization Act of 1946, 
the Committee on Labor ·and Public Wel
fare, or any duly authorized subcommittee 
thereof, is authorized during the period 
ending on January 1, 1952, to make such 
expenditures, and to employ upon a tem
porary basis such professional, administra
tive, and clerical personnel as it deems ad
'V'isable. 

SEC. 2. The expenses of the committee un
der this resolution, which shall not exceed 
$125,870, shall be paid from the contingent 
fund of the Senate upon vouchers approved 
by the chairman of the committee. 

REPORT ON LABOR-MANAGEMENT RELA• 
TIONS IN EAST COAST OIL TANKER IN
DUSTRY-INDIVIDUAL VIEWS (S. REPT. 
~o. a2) 

Mr. MURRAY. Mr. President, from 
the Committee on Labor and Public Wel
fare, pursuant to Senate Resolution 140, 
Eighty-first Congress, I submit a report 
¢n labor-management relations in the 
~ast coast oil tanker industry, includ-

in~ · the individual views of the senior 
Senator from Ohio. I ask unanimous · 
consent that the report be printed with 
the individual views." · 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The report 
will be received, and, without objection, 
printed as requested by the Senator from 
Montana. 
INVESTIGATION OF ORGANIZED CRIME 

IN INTERSTATE COMMERCE-APPRE
HENSION OF CEE,TAIN PERSONS AS 
WITNESSES 

Mr. KEFAUVER. Mr. President, 
from the Special Committee To Investi
gate . Organized Crime in Interstate 
Commerce, I report an original resolu
tion providing for apprehension of cer
tain persons as witnesses, and I -submit a 
report (No. 83) thereon. I ask that the 
resolution be placed on the calendar 
for the information of the Senate. I 
hope that before the resolution is called 
up that some of the persons named 
may come out of hiding and make them
selves available to the committee. I 
expect to call the resolution up at an 
early date. This committee has fol
lowed the recommendation of the Com
mittee on the Judiciary and has asked 
the Sergeant at Arms to subpena the 
witnesses in addition to other extensive 
efforts to subpena them. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The report 
will be received, and the resolution will 
be placed on the calendar. 

The resolution (S. Res. 65) was or
dered to be placed on the calendar, ·as 
follows: 

Whereas the Special Senate Committee to 
Investigate Organized Crime in Interstate 
Commerce has reported to the Senate that 
subpenas have been issued for Rocco · 
Fischetti, Charles Fischetti, Murray L. 
Humphreys, Jacob Guzik, William G. O'Brien) 
John Angersola alias King, Moe Dalitz alias 
Davis, Samuel T. Haas, Morris Kleinman, 
Louis Rothkapf alias Rhody, Samuel "Game
boy" Miller, Morris "Mushy" Wexler, Samuel 
Tucker, George Angersola alias King, John 
Croft, James Brink, and Louis Levinson, and 
that these persons are important witnesses, 
necessary to the successful conclusion of 
inquiries being conducted by that commit
tee pursuant to Senate Resolution 202, 
Eighty-first Congress, and that the said 
persons have not been located for service 
despite diligent search on the part of per
sons employed by the committee, and peace 
officers assisting the committee and that 
thereafter new subpenas calling for the ap
pearance of these persons were handed to 
the Sergeant at Arms of the Senate, pur
suant to the policy recommendation of the 
Judiciary Committee of the Senate, with 
the request that he endeavor to make serv
ice of these subpenas through all the facili
ties at his command, and that the Sergeant 
at Arms, after using great diligence in en
deavoring to locate the said witnesses and 
to serve them, has reported to the chairman 
of the committee that he had been unable 
to effectuate service; and that the committee 
has reasonable cause to believe and does 
believe that the named persons will not 
appear in response to subpenas but are in 
hiding or have left the United States in 
6rder to evade the service of subpenas upon 
them and will continue to be unavailable for 
service of subpenas upon them in order to 
avoid testifying before the committee; and 

Whereas the appearance and testimony of 
the witnesses · named before is material and 
necessary in order that the committee may 
properly execute the functions assigned to 
it and may obtain information necessary as 

a . basis for proposed legislation: It is there
fore 

Resolved, That the President of the ·Senate 
issue warrants commanding the Sergeant at 
Arms of the Senate, or such persons as may 
be deputized by him, to take into custody 
the bodies of Rocco Fischetti; Charles Fis
chetti; Murray L. Humphreys; Jacob Guzik; 
William G. O'Brien; John Angersola, alias 
King; Moe Dalitz, alias Davis; Samuel T. 
Haas; Morris Kleinman; Louis Rothkapf, 
alias Rhody; Samuel "Gameboy" Miller; 
Morris "Mushy" Wexler; Samuel Tucker; · 
George Angersola, alias King; John Croft; 
James Brink; Louis Levinson; and to bring 
the said persons before the Special Senate 
Committee To Investigate Organized Crime 
in Interstate Commerce at Washington, D. C., 
or if the s.aid committee be no longer in 
existence when the arrest is made, before the 
bar of the Senate or such appropriate stand
ing committee as the Senate may designate, 
then and there to answer such questions 
pertinent to the matter under inquiry as 
the said special committee, the Senate it
self or such appropriate standing committee 
as the Senate may designate; 

That, for the purpose of executing war
rants issued in accordance with this reso
lution the Sergeant at Arms of the Senate 
may by all-inclusive order or orders depu
tize all law-enforcement officers of the Fed
eral Gcwernment; and 

That the Special Senate Committee To In
vestigate Organized Crime in Interstate Com
merce, the Senate itself or such appropriate 
standing committee as the Senate may des
ignate, may discharge any of the persons 
taken into custody under the authorization 
of this resolution upon proper assurance by 
recognition, or otherwise, that he will ap
pear to give testimony when required to do 
so. The committee, the Senate, or such ap
propriate standing committee as the Senate 
may designate, may require such assurances 
as it deems necessary, not to exceed $25,000 
for any one witness. 

For the purpose of discharging any person 
from custody and ordering assurances, one 
member of the said committee, or of an 
appropriately designated standing committee 
of the Senate, shall be a quorum. 

Mr. KEFAUVER. Mr. President, I ask 
unanimous consent that following my 
remarks short statements prepared by 
the staff of the committee as to the 
background of the persons involved, and 
why they have been sought, be printed 
in the body of the RECORD. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Without ob~ 
jection, it is so ordered. 

The statements are as follows: 
CHARLES AND ROCCO FISCHETTI 

Both Charles and Rocco Fischetti have 
been leading members of the Capone syndi
cate in Chicago for the better part of 30 
years. 

Charles Fischetti particularly is today un
questionably one of . the most important 
underworld characters in the Nation. He 
has been arrested numerous times. In 1933 
he and Murray Humphreys were taken into 
custody and questioned with reference to 
the murder of the secretary of the Hoisting 
and Portable Engineers' Union, Local · 569. 
He has . maintained close contact with such 
syndicate members in Chicago as Jacob 
Guzik, Rocco de Stefano, Paul Ricca, and 
Tony Accardo. He and Tony Accardo Joined . 
~ogether in their flight to Mexico to avoid 
the committee's subpenas. 

Charles Fischetti has also been associated 
With John and Fred Angersola, of Cleveland. 
lie was active in the gambling games con
ducted in the Wofford Hotel in Miami, Fla., 
along with Joe DiCarle of the Cleveland syn
dicate, Joe Massei of Detroit, and Joe Adonis. 
Charles Fischetti has also been associated 
with Jack Dragna, prominent west-coast 
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hoQdlum; He was picked up in a car with 
Dragna upon returning from a gambling ship 
off the coast of California. 

There was strong indication that he and 
his brother, ·Rocco, loaned $300,000 to the . 
Flamingo Hotel venture in Nevada. They 
are linked to the venture by Barney Ruditsky, 
who handled bad checks for the Flamingo 
during "Bugsy" Siegel's regime. Ruditsky 
claimed that the Fischettis, "Longy" Zwm-· 
man of the New York-New Jersey gang, "Nig" 
Rosen of Philadelphia, and Louis Shomberg 
have money in this hotel. Charles Fischetti 
was also reported to have been associated 
with Virginia Hill, "Bugsy" Siegel's ex-girl 
friend. 

It is alleged that Charles and Rocco 
Fischetti were involved in two notorious 
gambling spots near Chicago-the Vernon 
Country Club and Ralph's Place. Charles 
Fischetti also has an interest in the 229 
Club and the Black Hawk Club in Chicago. 
The committee has been unable to find out 
the nature of these clubs because of Fis
chetti's flight from the committee's subpena. 

Rocco Fischetti is closely identified with 
the activities of his brother, Charles, in gam
bling ventures in Cook and Lake Counties in 
Illinois. He was once the bodyguard of 
John Capone. 

MURRAY (THE CAMEL) HUMPHREYS 

Humphreys has been a. long-time leading 
member of the Capone syndicate. He was 
considered the strong-armed man of Al 
Capone. He was arrested on numerous oc
casions in connection with labor racketeer
ing, gambling, and vice activities. 

He was named in an injunction with other 
syndicate members as having attempted to 
take over the Bartenders and Beverage Dis
pensers Union, Local 278, in Chicago; he was 
questioned along with Charles Fischetti re
garding the murder of the secretary of the 
Hoisting and Portable Engineers' Union, 
Local 569; he was described in 1933 by the 
chief investigator for the State's attorney's 
office as public enemy No. 1 and the czar of 
business rackets in Chicago. He was in
dicted by a Federal grand jury in July 1933, 
along with Al Capone and 22 others on 
cha·rges of conspiracy to dominate the clean
ing and dyeing industry and carbonated bev
erages and linen-supply industries through 
kidnaping, strikes, bombings, and acids; he 
was sentenced to 18 months in the peniten
tiary and fined $5,000 for tax evasion. He 
has a close association with top Capone syn
dicate members, Paul Ricca, Louis Cam
pagna, the Fischettis, and Jacob Guzik. He 
and Guzik were reported to be the brains 
behind the wire-service deal, which sought 
to push Continental Press out of business. 

His name (or rather one of his aliases-
J. Harris) was found in "Mo Mo" Adomo's 
confidential address book, which was seized 
by Los Angeles police, and which contained 
the names of leading hoodlums throughout 
the country. Adorno is Dragna's first lieu
tenant on the west coast. In 1947 Hum
phreys was reported to have been in Los An
geles, along with Jacob Guzik, to see Dragna 
about continuing to take the Capone syndi
cate wire service-Trans-American. 

JACOB GUZIK 

Guzik was referred to as the business man- . 
ager of the Capone - syndicate in Capone's 
heyday. He was accused by James Ragen, 
Sr., of having tried to muscle into Conti
nental Press, along with other Capone syn
dicate members-Tony Accardo and Murray 
Humphreys. Ragen made this statement ·to 
the State's attorney's office because he was 
a.fraid of his life. Shortly after he made his 
statement, he was .shot and later died. The 
Capone syndicate then formed its own news· 
service--Trans-American Publishing and 
News Service, Inc. Guzik was reported to .be 
the brain s in back of this deal. 

Guzik was sentenced tq_ 5 years ill\ the 
penitentiary and fined $7,500 for income-tax 
evasion ~n 1930. In 1940, he was indicted . 
for violation of the Federal Communications 
Commission Act with other syndicate mem
bers-Frank "Chew Tobacco" Ryan and 
Hymie "Loud Mouth" Levin. 

Guzik and Murray Humphreys were re
ported to have gone to Los Angeles in 1947 
to see Jack Dragna about retaining the Ca
pone syndicate racing news service. 

Guzik has been closely affiliated with all 
the leading members of the Oapone syndicate, 
including John Patton, Frank Nitti (both of 
whom are now dead), the Fischettis, Paul 
Ricca, Louis Campagna and, especially Tony 
Accardo. Guzik today is Accardo's partner in 
the policy racket in Chicago. 

WILLIAM G. (BUTSY) O'BRIEN 

Butsy O'Brien (alias William Keough) 
was formerly the southeastern representative 
of Moe Annenberg's Nation-wide news serv
ice with headquarters in Miami. In 1940,. 
O'Brien was named in a Federal indictment 
for being involved in schemes to take over 
this news service, which was abandoned by 
Moe Annenberg. Named with him in this 
indictment were such individuals as Arthur 
V. (Mickey) McBride, Thomas F. Kelly and 
Mushy Wexler of Cleveland, William Molasky 
of St. Louis, James Ragen, Sr., of Chicago, 
and others. 

O'Brien is the Florida chief of Continental 
Press' outlet in Florida-Intrastate News. 
Through his service, the S. & G. Gambling 
Syndicate received their racing ip.formation. 
It was this service that was involved in the 
cut-off in 1949 when the Capone mob 
muscled into S. & G. It will be recalled 
that S. & G didn't receive renewed service 
until after Harry Russell, the Capone mob's 
representative, was made a partner in the 
syndicate. O'Brien is the individual who 
actually ordered the cut-off. 

JOHN ANGERSOLA AND GEORGE ANGERSOLA 

John Angersola (alias John King) has 
been closely associated with criminal syndi
cate members in the Cleveland area and in 
Florida. More recently he has moved his 
operations principally to Florida, but before 
that he and Alfred Polizzi-notorious Cleve
land hoodlum-were actively engaged in the 
slot machine and gambling rackets in Ohio 
and Kentucky. 

Angersola is also closely tied in with Al
fred Pollizi in the ownership of valuable real 
estate in the Miami, Fla., area, and he is 
intimately connected with prominent hood
lums throughout the country by virtue of 
his interest in such various hoodlum hotel 
hangouts as the Wofford, Grand, and Raleigh 
Hotels in Miami, Fla. 

The Wofford Hotel, the well-known meet
ing place for hoodlums from all over the 
country, has included among its owners John 
Angersola, two relatives of his-Otto Lorent
zen and John Cardone-Max Marmorstein, 
a hotel manager and real estate operator 
from Cleveland, and Frank Erickson and 
Anthony Carfano, from New York. 

Angersola was also associated in gambling 
games at the Wofford with Little Augie 
Pisano and Mike Coppola of New York, Joe 
Massei and Joe Burnstein of Detroit, Charles 
Fischetti of Chicago, Angelo Dicarlo of New 
_York, and Willie Weisberg of Philadelphia. 

John Angersola is one of the creditors in 
the Grand Hotel in Miami which his brother 
Fred is connected with and which is an
other hoodlum h aunt, and he also loaned, 
$25,000 to Thomas Cassara toward the build

. 1ng of the Raleigh Hotel in Miami. 
George Angersola has been closely tied in 

with his brother John's gambling activities, 
both in Cleveland and in Florida. While he 
is not reflected in the ownership of the 
Wofiord Hotel, he has been one of its fre-

quent patrons along with well-known hood
lums from all over the country. 

MOE DALITZ (ALIAS DAVIS) 

Dalitz is a leading meniber of the Cleve
land syndicate, although he was one of the 
few who have managed to avoid a police rec
ord. However, his association with syndi
cate members dates back 20 years or more. 

Dalitz, along with another leading syndi
cate member, Lou Rothkapf, was implicated 
in the famous murder of a Cleveland City 
councilman, William Potter, in 1931. It was . 
alleged that Potter was killed because he was 
about to expose a tie-in between city officials 
and an advertising company operated by 
Dalitz. 

Dalitz and other syndicate members have 
been connected with such notorious gambling 
clubs in Ohio and northern Kentucky as 
the Mounds Club, the Pettibone Club, the 
Jungle Inn, the Beverly Hills Club, the Look
out House and the Richmond Country Club, 
among others. 

The syndicate has been able to control the 
actions of law-enforcement officials to such 
a degree that their 1llegal operation is con
tinuing almost unmolested. 

Dalitz and his associates also own the 
fabulous Desert Inn · in Las Vegas, Nev. 
Dalitz is treasurer of the inn. Dalitz has 
been and still is in a number of legitimate 
businesses in the Cleveland area. 

SAM HAAS 

Known as the lawyer for the Cleveland 
syndicate, Haas has managed to avoid a po
lice record. However, he is closely tied in 
with the syndicate in its gambling and busi
ness ventures. 

His name has come up in connection with 
the Desert Inn, the Cleveland syndicate's 
famous gambling joint in Nevada, and with 
certain juke box distribution companies, 
later found also to be handling slot machines. 

Haas also owns valuable property in the 
Palm Beach, Fla., area-the same area in 
which Arthur McBride of Cleveland owns a. 
large amount of property. Haas owns the 
property on which the Palm Beach Ambassa
dor is located. This hotel was built by 
Burnstein Bros., of Cleveland. One of the 
officers . of Burnstein Bros. is Allard Roen. 
Roen was the recipient of telephone calls 
from a west coast gambler, believed to be 
Mickey Cohen. 

MORRIS KLEINMAN 

Kleinman, another leading member of the . 
Cleveland gambling syndicate, is an ex
pugilist and ex-bootlegger with a prison rec
ord which includes a. 3-year stint in jail for 
income tax evasion. 

He has been associated with other syndi
cate members in all their important gam
bling operations and in their ties with lead
ing P,oodlums throughout the country. 

Kleinman is vice president of the Desert. 
Inn in Las Vegas, the inn is ctmtrolled by the 
Cleveland syndicate. 

LOUIS ROTHKAPF (ALIAS RHODY) 

Rothkapf, an important member of the 
Cleveland syndicate, has been identified with 
all the syndicate's principal gambling op
erations in Ohio and Nevada. 

He has been in close touch with Abner 
Zwillman, big east-coast gambler, and with 
Mickey Cohen and Jack Dragna on the west 
coast. 

SAMUEL "GAMEBOY" MILLER 

Another member of the Cleveland Syndi· 
cate, Miller is closely identified with the 
syndicate in its widespread profitable gam
bling operations. 

He has appeared to be the syndicate's rep
resentative in an important Florida gam
bling operation-the Island Club-which is 
located at Sunny Islands Casino in Dade 
County. He is associated in this venture-
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with Samuel P."Cohen, of the S. & G. Syndi
cate, Herbert Manheim, of the Detroit gam
bling fraternity, and Jack Friedlander, a New 
Jersey lieutenant of Longie Zwillman. 

MORRIS "MUSHY" WEXLER 

Wexler, a friend and long associate of 
Arthur McBride's, today owns the Empire · 
News Service, Continental Press' outlet in 
Ohio. The Empire News Service is the life
blood of the illegal bookmaking business in 
Ohio. Wexler also owns a racing stable and 
has a famous restaurant in Cleveland. 

Wexler, in 1939, was indicted with Mc
Bride, James Ragen, Sr., William Malasky, of 
St. Louis, and others for conspiracy to carry 
from one State to another a list of prizes 
drawn or awarded by a lottery in violation of. 
the criminal code. 

SAMUEL TUCKER 

Tucker has long been identified with all 
the principal gambling operations ?f ~he 
Cleveland Syndicate. In 1930, he was md1ct
t:·..: along with Dalitz and Kleinman for 
operating a huge i::um running ring. He is a 
stockholder in the Desert Inn at Las Vegas. 
JOHN CROFT, JAMES BRINK, AND LOUIS LEVINSON 

· These individuals are local northern Ken
tucky gamblers, who were taken in as minor 
partners by the Cleveland Syndicat3 when it 
moved into the Newport~covington, Ky .• 
gambling clubs. The fact that the Cleve
land syndicate took in these minor gamblers 
indicates a new trend in the methods used 
by the large gambling syndicates. In the old 
days these small-time gamblers would prob-
ably have been shot. · 

CITATION OF JOSEPH AIUPPA, ALIAS 
ANTON PALUNAS, ALIAS JOEY O'BRIEN. 

. FOR CONTEMPT 

Mr. KEFAUVER. Mr. President, from 
the Special Committee To Investigate 
Organized Crime in Interstate Com- . 
merce, I report an original · resolution 
citing Joseph Aiuppa, alias Anton Pa- . 
lunas, alias Joey O'Brien, for contempt · 
of the Senate, and I submit a report <No. · 
84) thereon. I ask that the resolution be 
placed on the calendar. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The report 
will be received and the resolution will be 
placed on the calendar' as requested by 
the Senator from Tennessee. 

The resolution <S. Hes. 66) was placed 
on the calendar, as follows: 

Resolved, That the President of the Sen
ate certify the report of the Special Com
mittee To Investigate Organized Crime in 
Interstate Commerce of the United States 
Senate as to the refusal of Joseph Aiuppa. 
alias Anton Palunas, alias Joey O'Brien, to 
answer certain questions and his failure to 
produce certain records in response to sub
pena duly issued, before the said special com
mittee, together with all the facts in con
nection therewith, under the seal of the 
United States Senate, to the United States 
attorney for the northern district of Ohio· 
to the end that the said Joseph Aiuppa, alias 
Anton Palunas, alias Joey O'Brien, may be 
proceeded against in the manner and form 
proyided by law. 

CITATION OF JOSEPH DECARLO, ALIAS 
"THE WOLF," ALIAS DICARLO, FOR 
CONTEMPT 

Mr. KEFAUVER. . Mr. President, from 
the Special Committee To Investigate 
9rganized Cri:µie .in Interstate Com-· 
merce, I report an original resolution 
citing Joseph Decarlo, alias "The Wolf,'" 
alias Dicarlo, for contempt of the Sen-

ate, and I submit a report <No. 85) 
thereon. I ask that the resolution be 
placed on the calendar. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The report 
will be received, and the resolution will 
be placed on the calendar, as requested 
by the Senator from Tennessee. 

The resolution <S. Res. 67) was placed 
on the calendar, as follows: 

Resolved, That the President of the Senate 
certify the report of the Special Committee 
To Investigate Organized Crime in Interstat e 
Commerce of the United States Senate as 
to the refusal of Joseph Decarlo, alias "The 
Wolf,'' alias Dicarlo, to · answer certain ques
tions and his failure to produce certain rec
ords in response to subpena duly issued, 
before the said special committee, together 
with all the facts in connection therewith, 
under the seal of the United States Senat e, 
to the United States attorney for the north- . 
ern district of Ohio, to the end that the 
said Joseph Decarlo, alias "The Wolf," a1:as 
Dicarlo, may be proceeded against in the 
m anner and form provided by law. 

CITATION OF JAMES LICAvOLI, ALIAS 
JACK WHITE, FOR CONTEMPT 

Mr. KEFAUVER. Mr. President, from 
the Special , Committee To Investigate · 
Organized Crime in Interstate Com
merce, I report an original resolution 
citing James Licavoli, alias Jack White, 
for contempt of the Senate, and I sub
mit a report <No. 86) thereon. I ask that 
the resolution be placed on the calendar. 
. The VICE PRESIDENT. The report 

will be received, and the resolution will 
be ·placed on the calendar, as requested 
by the Senator from Tennessee. 

The resolution <S. Res. 68) was placed 
on the calendar, as follows: 

Resolved, That the President of the Senate 
ce:·tify the report. of the Special Committee 
To Investigate Organized Crime in Interstate 
Commerce of the United States Senate as 
to the refusal of James Licavoli, alias Jack 
White, to answer certain questions and his 
failure to produce certain records in re
sponse to subpena duly issued, before the 
said special committee, together with all the 
facts in connection therewith, under the seal 
of the United States Senate, to the United 
States attorney for the northern district 
of Ohio, to the end that the said James 
Licavoli, alias Jack White, may be proceeded 
against in the manner and form provided 
by law. 

CITATION OF PETER TREMONT FOR 
CONTEMPT 

Mr. KEFAUVER. Mr. President, from 
the Special Committee To Investigate 
Organized Crime in Interstate Com-· 
merce, I report an original resolution 
citing Peter Tremont for contempt of the 
Senate, and I submit a report <No. 87) _ 
thereon. I ask that the resolution be 
placed on the calendar. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The report 
will be received, and the resolution will 
be placed on the calendar, as requested 
by the Senator from Tennessee. 

The resolution <S. Res. 69) was placed 
on the calendar, as follows: 

Resolved, That the President of the Senattt 
certify the report of the Special Committee 
To Investigate Organized · Crime in Inter
state Commerce of the United States Senate 
as to the refusal of Peter Tremont to answer 
certain questions and his failure to produce 
certain recor-ds in response to subpena duly 

issued, before the said special committee, 
to&'ether with all the facts in connection 
therewith, under the seai of the United States 
Senate, to the United States attorney for 
the northern district of Illinois, to the end 
that the said Peter Tremont may be pro
ceeded against in the manner and form pro.:. 
vided by law. 

CITATION OF DAVID N. KESSEL FOR 
CONTEMPT 

Mr. KEFAUVER. Mr. President, from 
the Special Committee To Investigate 
Organized Crime in Interstate Com
merce, I report an original resolution 
citing David N. Kessel for contempt of 
the Senate, and I submit a report <No. 
88) thereon. I ask that the resolution 
be placed on the calendar. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The report 
will l;>e received, and the resolutio"tJ. will 
be placed on the calendar, as requested 
by the Senator from Tennessee. 
· The resolution CS. Res. 70) was placed 
on the calendar, as follows : 

Resolved, That the President of the Senate 
certify the report of the ·special · Committee 
To Investigate Organized Crime in Inter
state Commerce of the United States Senate 
as to the refusal of David N. Kessel to answer 
certain questions and his failure to produce 
certain records in response to subpena duly 
issued, before the said special committee, 
together with all the facts in connection 
therewith, under the seal of the United States 
Senate, to the United States attorney for 
the nort htrn district of California, to the 
end that the said David N. Kessel may be 
proceeded against in the manner and form 
provided by law. 

ADDITIONAL . REPORT OF JOINT COM
MITTEE ON REDUCTION OF NONESSEN
TIAL FEDERAL EXPENDITURES-CIVIL
I AN EMPLOYMENT IN EXECUTIVE' 
BRANCH 

Mr. BYRD. Mr. President, as chair
man of the Joint Committee on Reduc
tion of Nonessential Federal Expendi
tures, I submit an additional report on 
civilian employment in the executive 
branch of the Federal Government for . 
the month of December 1950, and in ac
cordance with the practice of several 
years' standing, I request that it be 
printed in the body of the RECORD as a 
part of my remarks, together with a 
statement by me. 

There being no objection, the state
ment and report were ordered to be 
~rinted in the RECORD, as follows: 

STATEMENT BY SENATOR BYRD 

Civilian employment in the executive 
branch of the Federal Government increased 
~1.415 during the month of December, bring
ing the total to 2,184,693. 

The December civilian employment by the 
Military Establishment totaled 988,441, and 
in the civilian agencies the total was 
l,196,252. 

There was a net decrease in the civilian 
~gencies during the month, resultil).g pri
marily from a seasonal decrease of 1,535 in 
the Department of Agriculture. 

Civilian employment by the Military Es
tablishment increased by 21,520, including 
an increase of 880 detailed to the mutual 
defense assistance program. 

Among the new emergency agencies 1n. 
December the National Production Author
ity was employing 789; the Defense Trans-· 
portation Administration was employing 31; 
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tfi@ ElMhoJnltl ~ta.biH2a.tion. Age'ncy ·was em
ploying 225; the Federal Civilian Defense . 
Administration was employing 99; _ and 
the Office of ·Defense Mobilization was 
employing 8. 

These figures were published today In ·a. 
compilation of personnel reports submitted 

by the various agencies of the Government · 
to the Joint Committee on Reduction of . 
Nonessential Federal Expenditures. The 
same reports shovv;ed the, civ~lian payroll in 
the executive branch during November to
taled $611,027,000, an increase of $8,000,000 
over the payroll costs 1n October. 

PERSONNEL. AND PAY SUMMARY 

(See table I) 

According to monthly personnel repcrts 
for December 1950 submitted to the Joint 
Committee on Reduction of Nonessential 
Federal Expenditures: 

Department or agency 

Total .. ________________________________________________________________________ _ 

1. Agencies exclusive of National Military Establishment:------------------------------
2. rational Military Establishment__ __ _____ ______________ ----- ___________ ----- __ ---- __ _ 

Within the National Military Establishment: Office of the Secretary of Defense __________________ ; _____________________________ _ 
Department of the ArmY---------------------'-----------------------------------
Dcpartmcnt of the Air Force __ --------------------------------------------------
Department of the Navy_--------------------------------------------------------

Civilian personnel in executive branch 

In December In November Increase ( +) 
numbered- numbered- or 

decrease ( - ) 

2, 184, 693 2, 163, 278 +21, 415 

1, 196, 252 1, 196, 357 -105 
988, 441 966, 921 +21, 520 

1, 958 1, 942 +rn 
433, 998 42.5, 100 +s, 898 
18fi, 359 183, 505 +2, 854 
366, 126 356, 374 +9, 752 

Payroll (in thousands) in executive branch 

In November In October Increase ( +) 
was- was- or 

decrease ( - ) 

$611, 027 $602, 668 +$8, 359 

344, 062 341, 555 +2,507 
266, 965 261, 113 +5, 852 

844 787 +.57 
108, 711 106, 646 +2, 065 

51, 379 50, 695 +684 
106, 031 102, 985 +3, 046 

MU'I'UAL DEFENSE ASSISTANCE PROGRAM . 

Table V on page 10 shows personnel count
ed in tables I, II, III, and iV who are as-

signed to the mutual defense assistance pro
gram by the Commerce and State Depart
ments, Economic Cooperation Administra-

tion, a~d the component units of the Na
tional Military Establishment, together with 
their pay. 

TABLE !.-Consolidated table of Federal personnel inside and outside continental United States employed by the executive agencies 
during December 1950, and compariso11: with November 1950; and pay for November 1950, and comparison with October 1950 

Pay (in thousands of dollars) Personnel 
Department or agency 

October November Increase Decrease November December Increase Decrease 

Executive departments (except National Military Establishment): . Agriculture ___________________ : _____________________ --.- _______________ _ 

Commerce 1 2 3---------------------------------------------------------Interior _____________________ ------ __________________ ----- ------- ______ _ 
Justice ______ ------- _______________________________ ------ ______________ _ 
Labor _____ _______ _____________ ____ __ ; _________________________________ _ 
Post Office ________________________________________ ---~------ __________ _ 
State. __________ --- _ ---- --- --- --- ____ --- _________________________ ----- _ 
Treasury ___ ------------- ----------------------------------------------

Executive Office of the President: 
White House Office·---------------------------------------------------
Bureau of the Budget. _________________________ ~-----------------------
Executive Mansion and Grounds-------------------------------------
National Security Council•-------------------------------------------
National Security Resources Board.----------------------------------
Council of Economic Advisers----- ------- ------- ----------------------
Commission on Renovation of the Executive Mansion ___ --------------

$21, 459 
17, 730 
18, 211 
10, 203 

2, 308 
129, 665 

7, 675 
~8, 605 

149 
255 
17 
9 

~40 
:<2 
2 

$21, 082 
17, 893 
17, 997 
10, 687 
2,216 

129, 869 
7, !197 

~9,331 

149 
~57 
18 
9 

~ :441 
22 
3 

------------ ~377 
$163 ------------

--- ----- ---- 214 
484 -----------~ 

---------- -- 92 
204 ------------
322 ------------
726 ------------

2 ------------
1 - - -------~--

1 ------------

74, 285 
56, 574 
59, 840 
27, 264 
6, 473 

494, 937 
25, 053 
'67, 596 

329 
W5 
78 
17 

490 
36 
5 

72, 750 
56, 819 
59, 429 
27, 609 

6, 430 
495, 278 
25, 474 
87, 877 

------------ 1, 535 
245 ------------

------------ 411 
345 ------------

------------ 43 
341 ------------
421 ------- - ----
281 ------------

324 . ------------ 5 
510 4 ------------

73 ------------ 5 
17 

409 
38 

7 

81 

Emergency agencies (1950-51): 
Defense Transport Administration ____ ~-------------------------------- ------------ 4 4 ------------ 17 
Economic Stabilization AgenCY---------------------------------------- 3 19 16 ------------ 96 

31 
225 
99 
8 

14 
129 
99 
8 

Federal 'Civil Defense Administration 6-------------------------------- ------------ ------------ ------------ ------------ ------------
Office of Defense Mobilization?---------------------------------------- ------------ ------------ ----------- - ----- -- ----- ------------

Postwar agencies: Displaced Persons Commission ____________________ ___________________ _ 
Economic Cooperation Administration ____ -------------------------- --
Motor Carrier Claims Commission ___ ---------------------------------
Office of the Housing Expediter . . -------------------- ----- ------------
Philippine Alien Property Administration.----------------------------Philippine War Damage Commission ______________________________ __ _ _ 
War Claims Commission __ --------- __ ---------------------------------

Independent agencies: . American Battle Monuments Commission ____________________________ _ 
Atomic Energy Commission.------------------------------------------
Ci vii Aeronautics Board __________ --------------- _____________ __ --- ___ _ 
Civil Service Commission ______________ ---------------------------------
Export-Import Bank of Washington .. -- ---------------------- ---------Federal Communications Commission _____________________________ ___ _ 
Federal Deposit Insurance Corporation.·------------------~----- ------ -Federal Mediation and Conciliation Service _____ : ____________________ _ 
Federal Power Commission ___________________________________________ _ 
Federal Security Agency s __ ------------------------------------------
Federal rrrade Commission.-------------------------------------------
General Accounting Office. ___ -----------------------------------------
General Services Administration·-------------------------------------
Government Printing Office .. _------------- -- ------------------------
Housing and Home Finance AgenCY------------------------------- ----Indian Claims Commission _________________________________ __________ _ 
Interstate Commerce Commission.----------------------- -------------National Advisory Committee for Aeronautics ________________________ _ 
National Capital Housing Authority _________________ __ _______________ _ 
National Capital Park and Planning Commission ____________________ _ 
National Capital Sesquicentennial Commission _______________________ _ 
National Gallery of Art.----------------------------------------------
National Labor Relations Board----------------- ----------- -- ---------National Mediation Board_: ___________________ _. ______________________ _ 

112 
1, 675 

9 
soo 

9 
115 
34 

67 
1, 976 

261 
1, 179 

62 
508 
414 
177 
303 

10, 003 
287 

2, 678 
6, 919 
2, 613 
5, 111 

7 
830 

2, 446 
87 

2 
24 
84 

550 
62 

t Includes temporary employ~es (enumerators, supervisors, and clerks) engaged in 
taking the Seventeenth Decennial Census as follows: November, 408; December, 347; 
a decrease of 60. 

2 December figure is exclusive of 285 seamen on the -rolls of the Maritime Administra· 
tion and their pay. . . . . . . 

a Includes (89 employees for tb.e National Production Authority, an increase of 137 
over tbe November total of 652. · · 

•Exclusive of personnel and pay of the Central Intelligence Agency. 

114 
1, 729 

9 
911 

8 
103 
33 

69 
1, 997 

248 
1, 216 

67 
512 
416 
185 
309 

10, 187 
287 

2,653 
7, 145 
2, 506 
5,027 

7 
836 

2, 527 
88 
3 

14 
83 

576 
69 

2 ------------
54 -------~----

11 ------------
------------ 1 

12 
1 

2 ------------
21 - --------- --

37 
5 
4 
2 
8 
6 

184 

13 

:::::::::::: ---------25· 
226 ------------

107 
84 

----------6- :::::::::::: 
81 ------------
1 ------------
1 ------------

------------ 10 
------ --- --- 1 

26 ------------
7 ------------

294 
4, 918 

15 
2, 621 

58 
304 
111 

639 
5,090 

567 
3,669 

124 
1, 239 
1,089 

328 
722 

34, 865 
623 

7, 093 
26, 478 
7, 174 

14, 266 
10 

2, 050 
7,346 

319 
19 
24 

300 
1,487 

114 

312 
5, 016 

15 
2, 530 

58 
72 

113 

639 
5, 107 

567 
3, 719 

128 
1, 232 
1,076 

333 
735 

34, 891 
623 

7, 041 
26, 878 
. 7, 173 
14, 187 

11 
2, 077 
7,360 

322 
19 
8 

319 
1, 557 

113 

18 -------- - ---
98 

91 

:::::::::::: ---------232 
2 ------------

---------ff ::::::::::~: 
---------00- :::::::::::: 

4 -----------
------------ 7 

----·-----5- ----------~: 
13 ------------
26 ------------

------------ 52 
400 -----------

------------ 1 
----------i- ----------~~ 

27 ------------
14 ------------
3 ------------

:::::::::::: ----------i6 
19 -h---------
70 ------------

------------ 1 
6 Includes $48,042 obligated for Civil Defense Office before Federal Civil Defense 

Administration was established. 
o New agency established under authority of Executive Order No. 10186, dated Dec. 

1, 1950, activated Dec. 1, 1950. 
1 New agency established under authority of Executive Order No. 10193, dated Dec. 

16, 1950, activated Dec. 21, 1950. · · · · 
s Includes personnel and pay for Howard University and Columbia Institution for 

the Deaf. 
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TABLE !.-Consolidated table of Federal personnel inside and outside oontinental· Unite<J, States employed by~~~~'!}~ agencies duri11:f_ .. 
December 1950, and comparison with November 1950; and pay for November 1950, and comparison with October 1950-Continued 

Pay (in thousands of dollars) Personnel 

Department or agency 

October November Increase D ecrease November December Increase Decrease 

Independent agencies-Continued 
National Science Foundation 0----------------------------------------- ------------ ------------ ------- --- -- ------------ ------------ 24 24 ------------
Panama CanaL:--------- ---------------- --- -- ------------------------ $3, 053 $3, 202 $149 ------------ 20, 223 
Railroad Retirement Board_____________________________________ _______ 677 666 ------------ $11 2, 126 

20, 137 
2, 117 
3, 454 
1, 054 
7,466 

86 
9 

63 R econstruction Finance Corporation____ _____________ __ ________________ 1, 509 1, 525 16 ------------ 3, 517 
Securities and Exchange Commission__________________________________ 453 460 7 -------- ---- . 1, 054 
Selective Service System- ------------------------------------------ ---- 1, 360 1, 396 36 ------------ 7, 212 254 ------------

7 -- ----------Smithsonianinstitution_______________________________________________ 172 180 8 ------------ 564 571 
735 
212 
13il ~~~~r8'o=:sion~~=================:================================= 1~~ ·1~~ ============ ----------1- m ------------ 2 Tax Court of the United States ___ ________________________________ ; ____ 55 57 2 ---------- -- 132 1 ------------

T ennessee Valley AuthoritY---------------------------~--------------- 4, 699 4, 428 ------------ 271 14, 850 15, 161 
1871 550 

311 ------------
------------ 628 Veterans' Administration·--------------------------------------------- 53, 312 54, 213 901 ------------ 188, 178 

Total, excluding National Military Establishment_ __ \_ _______________ 341, 555 344, 062 3, 727 1, 220 1, 196, 357 1, 196, 252 3, 255 

Net change, excluding National Military Establishment __ ---- _______ 1=_=_ -=-=-=--=-=--=-=-I=~=-=--=-=--=-=-=- -=-=l====2='=5l=0=7====I'=--=-=--=-=-=--=·=-=-I=--=-=·=--=·=--=-=·=-I l=====lOl=5==== 

3,360 

National Military Establishment: 
Office of the Secretary of Defense 10 ___________________________________ _ 

Department of the Army: • 
Inside continental United States ___________ ________ ___ ___ ____ ____ _ 
Outside continental United States ________________________________ _ 

Department of the Air Force: 
Inside continental United States ___ _______________________________ _ 
Outside continental United States. - -- -- ~ --------------------------

Department of the Navy: · 
Inside continental United States __________________________________ _ 
Outside continental United States _______________________________ _ _ 

787 

96, 195 
10, 451 

45, 653 
5, 042 

96, 502 
6,483 

844 

98, 288 
10, 423 

46, 022 
5,357 

99, 306 
6, 725 

57 ------------
2, 093 ------------------------ 28 

369 ------------
315 ------------

2, 804 --- -·-------
242 ------------

1, 942 1, 958 

380, 693 389, 134 
44, 407 44, 864 

158, 016 160, 808 
25, 4.89 25, 551 

330, 138 338, 254 
26, 236 27, 872 

16 -J----------
8,441 

457 

2, 792 
62 

8, 116 
1, 636 

Total, National Military Establishment_ ______________ ~--------- 261, 113 266, 965 
Net increase, National Military Establishment.----------------- -- --- - - ----- ------------

5, 880 28 966, 921 988, 441 21, 520 --- ---------
5, 852 ------------ ------------ 21, 520 

Grand total, including National Military Estal:iiishment_________ 602, 668 611, 027 
Net increase, including National Military Establishment_ _______ ------------ ------------

9, 607 1===1.=2=48=l==2,=1=63=,=2=78=l==2,=1=84=, =69=3=l===2=4=, 7=7=5 r===3=,=36=0 

8, 359 ------------ ------------ 21, 415 

o New agency established under authority of Public Law 507, 81st Cong., dated May 
10, 1950, activated Dec. 12, 1950. 

I I 
10 Includes 18 employees assigned to the North Atlantic Treaty Organization and 223 

employees assigned to Munitions Board Cataloging Agency. 

TABLE II.-Federal personnel insicte continental United States employed by executive agencies during December 1950, and comparison 
· with November 1950 

D epartment or agency 

Executive departments (except National Mil-
itary Establishment):· 

. Novem
ber 

Agriculture _______________ ----- ___________ · 71, 808 
52, 860 
53, 257 
26, 774 

Commerce 1 2 3---------------------------
Interior __ --------- __ ------ ___ ------------
Justice-•• _------- ________ ---- ____________ _ 
Labor_---- ----------------------- - ------ -
Post Office.----------------------~----- __ 
State _____ ----------- __ -- ______ ----- _____ _ 
Treasury _____________________ ------------

Executive Office of the President: 
White House Office_-~-------------------Bureau of the Budget_ ______ __________ __ _ 
Executive Mansion and .Grounds ________ _ 
National Security Council•--------------
N ational Security Resources Board ______ _ 
Council of Economic Advisers ___________ _ 
Commission on Renovation of the Execu-tive Mansion __________________________ _ 

Emergency agencies (1950-51): 

6, 338 
493, 098 

9, 039 
86, 844 

329 
506 
78 
17 

490 
36 

Defense Transport Administration_______ 17 
Economic Stabilization Agency___________ 96 
F ederal Civil Defense Administration 6 __ _ 

Office of D efense Mobilization 6_ --------- ----------
Postwar agencies: 

Displaced Persons Commission __________ _ 
Economic Cooperation Administration __ _ 
Motor Carrier Claims Commission ______ _ 
Office of the Housing Expediter_ ________ _ 
Philippine Alien Property Administra-

tion. ______ ------------ ~- ---------------
Philippine War D amage Commission ..•• 
War Claims Commission ________________ _ 

Ind~e~t~~a~~tcf~s: Monuments Commis-
sion.-----------------------------~-----Atomic Energy Commission _____________ _ 

Civil Aeronautics Board _________________ _ 
Civil Service CommissiorL ______________ _ 
E xport-Import Bank of Washington _____ _ 

·F ederal Communications Commission ___ _ 
F ederal Deposit Insurance-Corporation __ 
Federal Mediation and Conciliation Serv-

ice __ ___________________ --- ---- -- _____ __ _ 
F ederal Power Commission _____________ _ 

~:~:~:1 ~~~'Zl;tco~~i~li~n.-_:::::::::::::: 
General Accounting Office _______________ _ 

102 
1, 189 

15 
2, 595 

2 
6 

102 

17 
li, 085 

,553 
3, 665 

123 
1, 214 
1, 089 

328 
•722 

34, 567 
' 623 
7, 093 

D1~rm- Increase Decrease 

70, 333 
. 53, 141 
52, 976 
27, 112 
6, 298 

493, 440 
9, 213 

87, 123 

324 
510 

73 
17 

409 
38 

31 
225 
99 
8 

1, 475 
281 

--------- 281 
338 

-----342· 40 

174 ---------
279 ---------

5 
4 

14 
129 
99 
8 

5 

81 

103 1 
1, 203 14 

2, 5M --------- ----·-·92 

2 
35 

104 

17 
li, 102 

553 
3, 716 

127 
1, 207 
1, 076 

333 
735 

34, 588 
623 

7, 041 

29 
2 

------ff ::::::::: 

----·-51· ========= 
4 

5 

7 
13 

13 -- -------
21 ---------

52 

t Includes temporary employees (enumerators, supervisors, and clerks) engaged in 
t aking the Seventeenth Decennial Census as follows: November, 408; December, 347; 
11. decrease of 60. 

2 December figure Is exclusive of 285 seamen on the rolls of the Maritime Adminis· 
tration. 

s Includes 789 employees for the N ational Production Authority, an increase of 137 
over November total of 652. 

'Exclusive of personnel of the Central Intelligence Agency, 

Department or agency 

Independent agencies-Continued · 
General Services Administration ________ _ 
Government Printing •ffice __ ___________ _ 
Housing and Home Finance Agency _____ _ 
Indian Claims Commission _____ __ _______ _ 
Interstate Commerce Commission.. ______ _ 
N ational Advisory Committee for Aero-

nautics ______ ______________ __________ __ _ 
National Capital Housing Authority_ · ___ _ 
National. qapital Park and Planning 

Comnuss10n _______ _____ _____________ __ _ 
N ational Capital Sesquicentennial Com· 

Novem
ber 

26, 415 
7, 174 

14, 169 
10 

2,050 

7,346 
319 

19 

mission __ __ ----- - - - --------------------- 24 
N ational Gallery of ArL_________________ 300 
N ational Labor Relations Board_________ 1,473 
National Mediation Board_______________ 114 
National Science Foundations ___________ -------- - -
P anama Canal.______ ____________________ 621 
R ailroad Retirement Board___ ________ ___ 2, 126 
R econstruction Finance Corporation_____ 3,507 
Securities and Exchange Commission_____ 1, 054 
Selective Service System_________________ 6, 976 
Smithsonian Institution__________________ 556 
Soldiers' Home___________________________ 735 
T ariff Commission_______________________ 214 
Tax Court of the United States___________ 132 
T ennessee Valley Authority______________ 14, 850 
Veterans' Administration________________ 186, 653 

Total, excluding National Military 

26, 819 
7, 173 

14, 088 
11 

2,077 

7, 360 
322 

404 ---------

1 
27 

14 
3 

1 
81 

19 --------- --------· 

8 
319 

1, 543 
. 113 

24 
619 

2, i17 
3,444 
1, 054 
7, 227 

563 
735 
212 
133 

15, 161 
186, 045 

--------- 16 
19 ---------
70 ---------

--------- 1 
24 ---------2 

9 
63 

---·-251· ========= 
7 ------~--

========= --------2 
1 ---------

311 ------ -- -
608 

Establishment_ ________________ ______ l,137,51~ 1,137,646 2,961 2,834 
Net increase, excluding National Mili-

tary Establishment ___________________ ---------- ---------- 127 
======'== 

National Military Establishment: 
Office of the Secretary of Defense_________ 1, 940 
Department of the Army __ ~ -------------- 380, 693 
D epartment of the Air Force. ·. : __________ .158, 016 
D epartment of the Navy_________________ 330, 138 

1, 957 
389, 134 
160, 808 
338, 254 

17 ---------
8, 441 ---------
2, 792 --------· 
8, 116 ---------

Total, National Military Establ;shment. 870, 787 ' 890, 153 19, 366 ---------
Net increase, National Military Estab· 

G~::::::~l~·i::l~~~-~~~~~:~-~~~I~- ---------- ---------- 19,1366 

N~~rfu~~~~;iT::;d1~g-"N'atioiiai"i.1:iii:· 2, oos, 306 2, 021, 799 ~· 321 2. 834 
tary Establishment _________________ ---------- ---------- 19, 493 

I 
6 New agency established under authority of Executive Order No. 10186, dated Dec. 

1, 1950, activated Dec. 1, 1950. . • 
6 New agency established under authority of Executive Order No. 10193, dated Dec. 

16, 1950, activated Dec. 21, 1950. 
7 Includes personnel for Howard University and Columbia Institute for the Deaf. 
s New agency established under authority of Public Law 507, 81st Cong., dated May 

10, 1950, activated D ec. 12, 1950. . 
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TABLE III.-Federal personnel outside continental United States employed by the execut.ive agencies during December 1950, and com

parison with November 1950 

Department or agency 

Executive departments (except National 
Military Establishment): 

Agriculture ______________________________ _ 
Commerce __ --------------- -- --- -- -_ --- __ 
Interior __ --------------------------------Justice _____________ ----------- ------ ____ _ 
Labor __ ----------------------------------
Post Office ___ ---------------------- --- ---
State_ ------- -- ------- --- -- --- ---- -- ---- --
Treasury ___ -------- --- ---- -- ---- ---- -- ---

Postwar agencies: 
Displaced Persons Commission ___ _______ _ 
Economic Cooperation Administration __ _ 
Office of the Housing Expediter ___ c _____ _ 
Philippine Alien Property Administra-

tion_ -- ------------------ ------- -- ---- --
Philippine War Damage Commission ___ _ 
War Claims Commission ________________ _ 

Independent agencies: 
American Battle Monuments Commis-

sion -___ -------------------------- ------Atomic Energy Commission _____________ _ 
Civil Aeronautics Board------------------Civil Service Commission _______________ _ 
Export-Import Bank of Washington _____ _ 
Federal Communications Commission ___ _ 
Federal Security Agency ________________ _ 
General Services AdminL%ration_ -- ------
Housing and Home Finance Agency _____ _ 

Novem-
ber 

2,477 
3, 714 
6, 583 

490 
135 

1,839 
16, 014 

752 

192 
3, 729 

26 

56 
298 

9 

622 
5 

14 
4 
1 

25 
298 
63 
97 

Decem- Increase ber 
------

2, 417 
3, 678 
6, 453 

497 7 
132 

1, 838 
16, 261 247 

754 2 

209 17 
3, 813 84 

Z7 1 

56 ---·-----
37 

9 ---------
622 ---------

5 ---------
14 ---------
3 
1 ---------

25 
303 5 

59 
99 2 

Decrease Department or agency Novem
ber D1~rm- Increase Decrease 

-----11-----------------·1---- ----------

60 
36 

130 

3 
1 

---------
261 

---------

---------
---------
................... 

---------
---------

4 
................. 

Independent agencies-Continued 
National Labor Relations Board ________ _ 
Panama OanaL _________________________ _ 
Reconstruction Finance Corporation ____ _ 
Selective Service System _________ -_______ _ 
Smithsonian Institution _________________ _ 
Veterans' Administration_---------------

Total, excluding National Military 

14 
19, 602 

10 
236 

8 
1, 525 

14 
19, 518 

10 
239 

8 
1, 505 

84 

-------3- ========= 
20 

Establishment_ __ --------------- -- --- 58, 838 58, 606 
Net decrease, excluding National'Mili-

368 

232 

600 

tary Establishment ___________________ ---------- ----------

National Militarv Establishment: 
Office of the Secretary of Defense ________ _ 
Department of the Army ________________ _ 
Department of the Air Force __ __________ _ 
Department of the Navy ________________ _ 

Total, ·National Military Establish-

========= 
2 

44, 407 
25, 489 
26, 236 

1 ----- --- - 1 
44,864 457 ---------
25, 551 62 ---------
27,872 1,636 -----------------------

ment__ _____ ___________ ___ ____________ 96, 134 98, 288 2, 155 
NC't increase, National Military Estab-

lishment_ ____________________________ -------------------- 2, 154 

Grand total, including National Mili- == = =1==== 
tary Establishment_ __ _ -------------- 154, 972 156, 894 2, 523 601 

Net increase, including National Mili-
tary Establishment_ __________________ ---------- ---------- 1, 922 

I 
TABL~ IV.-Industrial employees of the Federal Government inside and outside continental United States employed by executive 

· agencies during December 1950, and comparison with November 1950 

Department or agency Novem
ber D1~rm- Increase Decrease Depar ~ment or agency ber ber Novem- Decem- Increase IDecreast, 

-----------------1-----------------11------------------1---- ------------
Executive departments (except National 

Military Establishment): 
Commerce ________ -- _ ------- ---- --- --- -- -
Interior-------- __ -- __ --- ---____ ---_______ _ 
State ___ --- ------ -- -- ------------ --- ------
Treasury ______ --------- ---- ------------- -

Independent agencies: 
· Atomic Energy Commission _____________ _ 

General Services Administration ________ _ 
Panama CanaL _________________________ _ 
Smithsonian Institution __ ----------------
'l'ennessee Valley Authority _____________ _ 

1, 364 
4,902 

560 
8, 321 

116 
97 

1, 536 
8 

8, 317 

1, 287 
4, 700 

495 
8,385 64 

77 
202 
65 

3 ---------
23 ---------

20 

119 
120 

1, 516 
8 

8, 518 -----201- =====:~== 

National Military Establishment: 
Department of the Army: 

Inside continental United States ____ _ 
Outside continental United States ___ _ 

Department of the Air Force: 
Inside continental United States ____ _ 
Outside continental United States ___ _ 

Department of the Navy: 
Inside continental United States ____ _ 
Outside continental United States ___ _ 

206, 722 212, 409 5, 687 
24, 378 24, 849 471 

89, 294 90, 738 1, 444 -------83 
18, 829 18, 746 

221, 607 227, 924 6, 317 ---------
19, 666 21, 240 1, 574 -----------------------

Total, National Military Establish-
ment_________________________________ 580, 496 595, 906 15, 493 83 

Net increase, National Military Estab-
364 lishment_ ____________________________ :.:::..::::.:.:---------.----~~ 

Grand total, including National Mili- ----------1---Total, excluding National Military 
Establishment ___ ------------ ---- ---- 25, 221 25, 148 

Net decrease, excluding National 
291 

tary Establishment___________________ 605, 717 621, 054 15, 784 447 
Net increase, including National Mili-

Military Establishment ______________ ---------- ----------

r tary Establishment ___________________ ---------- ---------- 15, 337 
I 

TABLE v.-Federal employees assigned to mutual defense assistance program 

Civilian personnel Payroll (in thousands) 

Department or agency 
In December In November 
numbered- numbered-

Total _______________ ---- ______________________________ • ____ : _____________________ _ 28, 259 27, 379 

1 1 
251 243 

Commerce Department __ --____ --- ___ -_ -___ -______ _______________ -__ -- _________________ _ 

~~:~~r:~~~ii~~~n~t~¥r~~!~~~~~~:===~============================================= 
g~~E!:i~~ gI m ~~?~~~~:::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::: 

17 
41 

23, 930 
1, 003 
3, 016 

11 
41 

23, 404 
1, 116 
2, 563 

BILLS AND JOINT RE'SOLUTION 
INTRODUCED 

Bills and a joint resolution were intro
duced, read the first time, and, by unani
mous consent, the . second time, and re
ferred as follows: 

By Mr. LODGE: 
S. 808. A bill for the relief of Sisters Ade

laide Canelas and Maria Isabel Franco; to 
the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. LODGE (for himself and Mr. 
PASTORE): -

S. 809. A bill to waive certain requirements 
of the naturalization laws 1n the case of per
sons whose sons or daughters have served 

in the Armed Forces of the United States; to 
the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. WILEY: 
S. 810. A bill for the relief of Howard I. 

Smith; 
s. 811. A bill for the relief of Mitsuko 

Sakata Lord; and 
S. 812. A bill for the relief of Ramakant 

Pandurang Patil; to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. 

By Mr. BUTLER of Nebraska:. 
S. 813. A bill to provide for disposition of 

inherited interests in the estates of deceased 
Indian allottees; and 

S. 814. A bill to provide for disposition of 
inherited interests in the estates of ~eceased 
Indian allottees under jurisdiction of the 

Increase ( +) In November In October Increase ( +> 
or decrease was- was- or decrease 

(-) (-) 

+880 $7, 990 $7, 947 +$43 

----------+s- 1 1 ----------+i9 102 83 
+6 8 6 +2 

--------+526- 17 17 --------·-+so 6,871 6, 791 
-113 258 285 -27 
+453 733 764 -31 

Winnebago Indian Agency in Nebraska; to 
the Committee on Interior and Insular 
Affairs. 

By Mr. McFARLAND: 
S. 815. A bill to erect a suitable shrine on 

the U.S. S. Arizona at Pearl Harbor in mem
ory of the crew killed in the Japanese attack 
on December 7, 1941; to the Committee on 
Rules and Administration. 

·By Mr. YOUNG: 
S. 816. A bill for the relief of Kay Adel 

Snedeker; to the Committee on the Judiciary. 
By Mr. E'CTON: 

S. 817. A bill granting the consent of Con
gress to the States of Idaho, Montana, Ne
vada, Oregon, Utah, Washington, and Wyo
ming to negotiate and enter into a compact 

I. 
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for the disposition, allocation, diversion, and 
apportionment of the waters of the Columbia 
River and its tributaries, and for other pur
poses; and 

S. 818. A bill authorizing the Secretary of 
the Interior to issue a patent in fee to Ells
worth Schroeder; to the Committee on Inte
rior and Insular Affairs. 

By Mr. DWORSHAK: 
S. 819. A bill for the relief of Mrs. Dolores 

Hogan; and 
S. 820. A bill for the relief of Nicol(l,s Eche

varria; to the Committee on the Judiciary. 
By Mr. LEHMAN: 

S. 821. A bill for the relief of Wong Woo, 
also known as William CUrtis; 

S. 822. A bill for the relief of Mrs. Robert 
M. Sternberg; . 

S. 823. A bill for the relief of Arthur Lilien
feld; and 

S. 824. A bill for the relief of Gertrud 
Lomnitz; to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. KILGORE {for himself and Mr. 
NEELY): 

S. 825. A bill to provide a transcontinental 
superhighway with alternate sections; to the 
Commit tee on Public Works. 

By Mr. LANGER: 
S. 826. A bill to provide free postage for 

members of the Armed Forces of the United 
States; to the Committee on Post Office and 
Civil Service. 

S. 827. A bill for the relief of Fred P. Hines; 
to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. THYE: 
S. 828. A bill for the relief of ·Berta Gomes 

Leite; to the Committee on the Judiciary. 
By. Mr. SALTONSTALL (by request) : 

S. 829. A bill to amend section 207, title 
II, part I, Public Law 601, Seventy-nin_th 
Congress, approved August 2, 1946; to the 
Committee on Armed Services. 

S. 830. A bill to recognize· nonprofit, non
political veterans' organizations for purposes 
of bestowing upon them certain benefits, 
rights, privileges, and prerogatives; to the 
Committee on Finance. 

S. 831. A bill to amend the Veterans' 
Preference Act of 1944, as amended, ·so as 
to provide for designated representatives 
thereunder of certain veterans' organiza
tions; to the Committee on Post Office and 
Civil Service. 

(Mr. CASE introduced Senate bill 832, to 
reduce the annual leave of Federal officers 
and employees to 15 days during the con
tinuance of the existing national emergency, 
and for other purposes, which was referred 
to the Committee on Post Office and Civil 
Service, and appears under a separa_te head
ing.) 

By Mr. MAYBANK: 
S. 833. A bill to coordinate the small

business activities of the Government and 
achieve full utilization of independent 
small-business enterprises in the national 
defense program; to the Committee on 
Banking and Currency. 

By Mr. MUNDT: 
S. 834. A bill to declare that the United 

States holds certain lands in trust for the 
Oglala Sioux Tribe of the Pine Ridge Res
ervation in the State of South Dakota; to the 
Committee on Interior and Insular Affairs. 

By Mr. HUMPHREY: 
S. 835. A bill . for the relief of Sook Kat: 

to the Committee on the Judiciary. 
(Mr. HUMPHREY also introduced Senate 

bill 836, to establish a temporary National 
Commission on Intergovernmental Rela
tions, which was referred to the Committee 
on Expenditures in the Executive. Depart
ments, and appear under a separate head
ing.) 

By Mr. ANDERSON: 
S. 837. A bill to provide funds for coopera

tion with the public school authorities of 
Valencia County, N. Mex., in the construe• 
tion and improvement of public school fa
cilities; to t h e Committee on Labor and 
Public Welfare. 

(Mr. CAIN introduced Senate bill 838, to 
provide for per capita distribution of tribal 
funds of the Colville Indians, which was re
ferred to the Committee on Interior and 
Insular Affairs, and appears under a separate 
beading.) 

(Mr. CAIN also introduced Senate bill 839, 
for the relief of Alice Ibrahim Hannan Ibra
him, Yacoub Mayous Muhannad Elliyan, 
Afifeh Michail Jiries Issa Matar, Ellen Issa 
Zakaria, Ruth Naomi Schut, and Roseileen 
Schut, which was referred to the Committee 
on the Judiciary, and appears under a sepa
rate heading.) 

(Mr. CAIN also introduced Senate bill 840, 
for the relief of Harue Sato, which was re
ferred to the Committee on the Judiciary, 
and appears under a separate heading.) 

By Mr. RUSSELL {by request): 
S. 8.41. A bill to make certain revisions in 

titles I through IV of the Officer Personnel 
Act of 1947, as amended, and for other 
purposes; 

S. 842. A bill to authorize the transfer of 
certain military prisoners and confinement 
facilities to the control and management of 
the Attorney General; and 

S. 843. A bill to authorize advances for 
clothing and equipment to cadets at the 
Military Academy and to midshipmen at 
the Naval Academy, and for other purposes; 
to the Committee on Armed Services. 

(Mr. CASE intrqduced Senate Joint Reso
lution 31, proposing an amendment to the 
Constitution of the United States to provide 
representation in the electoral college for 
the District of Columbia and certain Terri
tories of the United States, which was re
ferred to the Committee on the Judiciary, 
and appears under a separate heading.) 

REDUCTION OF ANNUAL LEAVE OF FED· 
ERAL OFFICERS AND EMPLOYEES 

Mr. CASE. Mr. President, I introduce 
for appropriate reference a bill to re
duce the annual leave of Federal officers 
and employees to 15 days during the 
continuance of the existing national 
emergency, and for other purposes, and 
I ask unanimous consent that the bill 
together with a statement by me ex
plaining the bill be printed in the 
RECORD. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The bill will -
be received and appropriately referred, 
and, without objection, the full state
ment will be printed in the RECORD, as 
requested by the Senator from South 
Dakota. 

The bill <S. 832) to reduce the annual 
leave of Federal officers and employees 
to 15 days during the continuance of the 
existing national emergency, and · for 
other purposes, introduced by Mr. CASE, 
was read twice by its title, referred to 
the Committee on Post Office and Civil 
Service, and ordered to be printed in the 
RECORD, as follows: 

That from and after July 1, 1951, and 
during the continuance of the present na
tional emergency proclaimed by the Presi
dent on December 16, 1950, annual leave with 
pay shall be granted and allowed to civilian 
officers and employees of the Government 
of the United States whose appointments 
are on an annual or monthly basis at the 
rate of not to exceed 15 working days per 
annum. No such annual leave shall be 
accrued and carried forward from one fiscal 
year to another fiscal year, but shall be 
taken and used during the :fiscal year in 
which the same shall be earned from and 
after July 1, 1951: Provided, That nothing 
herein contained shall be construed as af
fecting any annual leave that has heretofore 
been or shall be accrued to and including 
June 30, 1951. 

. SEC. 2. All laws and parts of laws in con
flict herewith are hereby suspended du ring 
the continuance of the e:&isting national 
emergency proclaimed by the President by 
Proclamation No. 2914 of December 16, 1950. 

The statement presented by Mr. CASE 
is as follows: 

STATEMENT BY SENATOR CASE 
Today, I am introducing in the Senate a 

companion bill to that introduced by the 
Honorable CHARLES VURSELL in the House of 
Representatives to make the annual leave 
privileges of regular Federal employees the 
same as that of postal employees during the 
declared national emergency. 

This bill will save from $200 000 000 to 
$250,00d,OOO per year during th~ n~tional 
emergency. · 

The terms of the bill cut back the present 
26-day annual leave for nonpostal employees 
to the 15-day leave tights of the postal em
ployees. It does not affect the 500,000 postal 
workers who have never had more than 15 
days annual leave . with pay, It does not 
affect sick leave. 

When one remembers that the 15 days 
leave means the working days of three 5-day 
weeks, this does not seem an unfair request 
to make during a national emergency. This 
bill does not affect existing law which pro
v~.des increased pay for overtime above 40 
hours. 

The accumulation of accrued leave from 
year to year has created a liability against 
the Qovernment of $581,000,000 today. That 
is a real national debt not shown in Treas
ury figures. It is a bill the Government 
mu.st pay under the law. The proposal 
which Mr. VuaSELL and I haye made wouid 
pr~vent tlJ_at ·amount ~rom growing by re
quiring that annual leave must be taken· in 
the· year for which it accrues. The purpose 
of estabU~hing leave was to increase effi
ciency. The Government does not get that 
increased efficiency when leave is permitted 
to pile up and become simply a new debt. 

I feel, sure ·t_hat the great rank and file 
of th.e citizens of the country, if they could 
s:peak, would say . that they see no reason 
why nonpo~tal employees should receive 
26 days of leave, not counting sick leave, 
when postal employees receive only 15. This 
proposal should be adopted for the national 
emergency. 

TEMPORARY NATIONAL COMMISSION ON 
INTERGOVERNMENTAL RELATIONS 

Mr. HUMPHREY. Mr. President, I 
introduce for appropriate reference a 
bill to establish a temporary National 
Commission on Intergovernmental Rela
tions, and I ask unanimous consent that 
a statement by me explaining the pur
poses of the bill be printed in the RECORD. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The bill will 
be received and appropriately referred, 
and, without objection, the statement 
presented by the Senator from Minne
sota will be printed in the RECORD. The 
Chair hears rio objection. 

The bill <S. 836) to establish a tempo
rary National Commission on Intergov
ernmental Relations, introduced by Mr. 
HUMPHREY, was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on Ex
penditures in the Executive Depart
ments. 

The statement presented by Mr. 
HUMPHREY is as follows: 

STATEMENT BY SENATOR HUMPHREY 
I .-am again introducing a bill to create a 

temporary bipartisan National Commission 
on Intergovernmental Relations. This bill is 
identical with one introduced by me last 
year with the cosponsorship of 41 Senators, 
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The volume and complexity of relation

ships between the Federal Government and 
State and local governments wm be substan
tially increased as a result of the defense 
mobilization program. I, therefore, feel it 
is extremely essential that the establishment 
of a Natiop.al Commission on Intergovern
mental Relations not be delayed, and that 
the Commission be instructed to submit its 
report as well as its recommendations as 
soon as possible. Federal activity in the 
fields of defense housing, supply and distri
bution of farm labor, emergency maternity 
and infant care, maintenance of community 
facilities, payments in lieu of taxes, employ
ment administration, and civilian defense 
will account for this increase in conflicts 
between levels of government. 

It was the Hoover Commission's specific 
recommendation that such a Commission 
be established not only because FederaI
State relations is a question of our federal 
system of government, but also to accom
plish its other recommendations in an ade
quate and orderly manner. Although the 
Hoover Commission recommended that such 
!!- Commission be of a continuing nature, I 
feel it is only fair that the Congress have 
an opportunity to review such a Commis· 
sion's work before establishing it on a 
permanent basis; and, therefore, the blll 
which I have introduced provides for a. 
temporary Commission. I do not, however, 
wish this to be interpreted as precluding 
the temporary Commission's . becoming a 
tontinuing one if that should prove desir
able. 

I anticipate that this bipartisan Commis
sion would divide its recommendatfons into 
two categories: those affecting the present 
emergency and those of a permanent or non
emergency character. As chairman of the 
Subcommittee on Intergovernmental Rela
tions in the Eighty-first Congress, at which 
time extensive hearings were held, I can say 
that the testimony was both unanimously 
and enthusiastically in favor of the estab
lishment of such a Commission. 

DISTRIBUTION OF TRIBUNAL FUNDS OF 
COL VILLE INDIANS 

. Mr. CAIN. Mr. President, I introduce 
for appropriate reference a bill to pro
vide for per capita distribution of tribal 
funds of the Colville Indians, and I ask 
unanimous consent that the bill, 
together with a statment by me explain
ing the bill be printed in the RECORD. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The bill will 
be received and appropriately ref erred, 
and, without objection, the bill and 
statement will be printed in the RECORD, 
as requested by the Senator from Wash
ington. The Chair hears no objection. 

The bill (S. 838) to provide · for per 
capita distribution of tribal funds of the 
Colville Indians, introduced by Mr. CAIN, 
was received, read twice by its title, 
ref erred to the Committee on Interior 
and Insular Affairs, and ordered to be 
printed in the RECORD, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secietary of 
the Interior is authorized and directed to 
distribute per capita to the enrolled members 
of the Colville Indian Tribe who are living 
at the date of such payment all funds on 
deposit in the Treasury of the United States 
to the credit of such tribe on the date of 
enactment of this act. 

SEC. 2. Amounts paid to members of the 
Colville Tribe under this act shall not be 
subject to any lien or other claim arising 
prior to the date of such_ payment.· 

The statement presented by Mr. CAIN 
is as follows: 

STATEMENT BY SENATOR CAIN 
Under the terms of an act of the Congress 

dated February 12, 1929, there was established 
in the United States Treasury a fund to be 
held in trust for the Colville Indian Tribe 
of Washington State. This fund has in
creased through timber sales, grazing fees, 
and accrued interest to the sum of $1,498,-
905.25 as of February 8, 1951. This money, 
on deposit with the United States Treasury, 
to the credit of the enrolled members of the 
Colville Tribe, is drawing interest as provided 
in the statute at the rate of 4 percent per 
annum, payable semiannually. 

On November 21, 1950, a Senate subcom
mittee held a public hearing in Spokane, 
Wash., on legislation then pending pertinent 
to the Colville Tribe. As part of the offi
cial record of that hearing, there was in
troduced ·a petition, signed by 599 members 
of the Colville Tribe. I quote in part from 
that petition, which, Mr. President, may be 
found in its entirety in the CoN.GRESSIONAL 
RECORD of January 22, 1951, on page 491: 

"Whereas $1,600,000 of Colville Indian 
funds is now in the hands of the United 
States Government from the sale of timber 
.and the leasing of grazing lands; 

• • 
"It is therefore necessary for the under

signed to take action by this petition for 
the purpose of distributing the above funds 
for the general benefit and welfare of the 
whole tribe; and therefore, the undersigned 
hereby petition Congress to authorize the 
distribution of said fund by a per capita pay
ment to the Colville Indian Tribe. 

"CHRISTINE WILLIAMS 
(And 598 others) ... 

I am informed that the 599 petitioner's, 
who ask that the money now held for their 
account in the United States Treasury be 
distributed to them, comprise a majority 
of t.he adult members of the tribe presently 
living on the re~ervation. 

Therefore, first because these tribal mem
pers have petitioned the Congress for this 
per capita payment, and secondly, in behalf 
of the American taxpayer, who has and 
presently pays annual interest on this trust 
fund in the amount of $60,000, the junior 
Senator from Washington believes the bill 
just sent to the desk for appropriate refer
ence to be in the public interest, and com
mends its serious . consideration to his 
colleagues. 

ALICE IBRAHIM HANNAN IBRAHIM, ET AL. 

Mr. CAIN. Mr. President, I introduce 
for appropriate reference a bill for the 
relief of Alice Ibrahim Hannan Ibrahim, 
Yacoub Mayous Muhannad Elliyan, 
A:fifeh Michail Jiries Issa Matar, Ellen 
Issa Zakaria, Ruth Naomi Schut, and 
Roseileen Schut, six children who are 
refugees from the Palestine war. I ask 
unanimous consent that a statement by 
me explaining the bill, and an article 
from the Yakima Republic by Ray Rup
pert, which gives a good summary of this 
case be printed in the RECORD. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The bill will 
be received and appropriately referred. 
and, without objection, the bill and 
statement presented by the Senator from 
Washington, together with the article 
from the Yakima Republic will be printed 
in the RECORD. The Chair hears no ob
jection. 

The bill <S. 839) for the relief of Alice 
Ibrahim Hannan Ibrahim, Yacoub 
Mayous Muhannad Elliyan, Afifeh 
Michail Jiries Issa ·Mater. Ellen Issa 

Zakaria, Ruth Naomi Schut, and Rosei
leen Schut, introduced by Mr. CAIN, was 
received, read twice by its title, ref erred 
to the Committee on the Judiciary, and 
ordered to be printed in the RECORD, as 
follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That for the purposes 
of the immigration and naturalization laws, 
Alice Ibrahim Hannan Ibrahim, Yacoub 
Mayous Muhannad Elliyan, Afifeh Michail 
Jiries Issa Mater, Ellen Issa Zakaria, Ruth 
Naomi Schut, and Roseileen Schut, shall be 
held and considered to have been lawfully 
admitted to the United States for permanent 
residence as of the date of the enactment of 
this act, upon payment of the required visa 
fees and head taxes. Upon the granting of 
permanent residence to such aliens as pro
vided for in this act, the Secretary of State 
shall instruct the proper quota officer to 
deduct the required number from the ap
propriate quota or quotas for the first year 
that such quota or quotas are available. 

The statement presented by Mr. CAIN 
is as fallows: 

STATEMENT BY SENATOR CAIN 
The bill provides for the relief of six chil

dren who are refugees from the Palestine war • 
They were brought to this country in 1948 by 
Mrs. Dorothy J. Schut and her husband, now 
deceased, from an Arab village where all six 
were wandering half starved as homeless 
waifs. The Schuts brought the children to 
Yakima, in my State of Washington, after 
untold and unbelievable hardships, and to
gether with their own three children have 
raised them as their own. In the 3 years that 
these children have lived for the first time in 
their lives in peace, security, and with enough 
to eat, they have developed from frightened, 
hopeless little wanderers into bright-eyed, 
happy, well-adjusted children. Mrs. Schut 
wants them to stay with her in America until 
they are grown and educated to be a,ble to 
take care of themselves and to be able to 
share their knowledge and training with 
those in their homeland, where she plans 
eventually to return them, and to go herself 
to reestablish the orphanage she and her late 
husband founded in 1945 near Bethlehem 
and ran against superhuman odds for 3 
years. 

The children are in the United States on 
refugee permits and paroled to Mrs. Schut. 
Since 1948 she has been working to change 
the children's status. Time and again she 
has appealed the decisions of the Immigra
tion Service and several times the Govern• 
ment has extended the children's paroles. 
The Government has now refused further 
extension, and unless this bill 'is passed, Mrs. 
Schut will travel 9,000 miles to return these 
children to a war-ridden country to face a 
tragic future. 

The Immigration Service is not, from my 
study of the case, to be criticized for denyi;ng 
an extension of the children's paroles. The 
Immigration Service is doing only what the 
law requires. · 

My hope is that the Congress will recog
nize the extraordinary character of the case 
which involves these six children, and that 
an exception to the law will be granted. 

These children are as close to her heart as 
her own. "These are my children," she said. 
"Jackie came to me when he was 2 days old; 
Ruthie, a few months. I have no wish to 
keep them in America, to rear them in lux
ury. I want to return them to their own 
people to share what they learn. And I want 
to go with them. But not yet. Not when 
there is war and poverty a:i;id misery in their 
own land and before they are ready to help 
their own. Give me 10 years. Give me time 
to raise these children whom I found as 
waifs. Let me send them to American 
schools, train them to be nurses, cooks, and 
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mechanics. Then let me t ake them back to 
their homeland, living testimony to the 
greatness of America. Don't send these chil· 
dren now ·back to a land where Jew and Arab 
still fight and where these children will face 
death." 
· What more convincing testimony could we 
h ave than Mrs. Schut's appeal for permission 
to keep and raise these children in America 
than this? Testimony of her willingness to 
make h appy, well-adjusted adults out of six 
tragic little souls whom she has saved and 
whom she plans in the future to return to 
their homeland, prepared to take their places 
in life and in their country which so sorely 
needs the kind of persons she is raising 
them to be. 

The article from the Yakima Republic 
by Ray Ruppert is as follows: 
BRAVE WOMAN BA'ITLES FOR REFUGEE CHILDREN 

(By Ray Ruppert) 
Uncle Sam wrote a short, although not 

unkind, letter to Mrs. Dorothy J. Schut, of 
Yakima, last week. He told her that the six 
refugee children she rescued 3 years ago from 
war and misery in Palestine must be returned 
to that unhappy land immediately. 

The lettoc wa!! neither unexpected nor 
welcome. If Mrs. Schut does what the let
ter says she must do, she will trek again 
9,000 miles from Yakima to a village near 
Jerusalem. The worst she can expect there 
for her six waifs is death and the best is 
hunger and sickness and poverty. 

THE SHADOW OF DEATH 

Mrs. Schut is a brave woman. Many times 
she has passed through the valley of the 
shadow of death. She has not yet abandoned 
her 3-year tug-of-war with immigration au
thorities over the future of "her" children. 

The situation is this: The six Palestinian 
children, ages 3 to 21, live with l\4rs. Schut 
and her own children, Donna Mae, 12, and 
Alfred, 20, at 203 South Hillcrest Avenue. 

Mrs. Schut's husband died a year and a 
half ago of tropical dysentery, contracted in 
Palestine. 

The household is supported by Alfred, who 
works in a fruit warehouse, and by the help 
of friends who give Mrs. Schut fruit and 
vegetables and old clothing for the children . . 

Mrs. Schut brought the children into the 
United St ates from Palestine in · 1948 as 
refugees from the bitter Arab-Israeli war 
then raging. They were to have visitor's 
permit s, but in the confusion of war the 
children ·were admitted as refugees and 
paroled to Mrs. Schut. This meant the 
waifs could stay only until their h meland 
stabilized enough for them to return. 

Since 1948 Mrs. Schut has been battling to 
change the children's status. Time and 
again she has appealed decisions of the Im
migration Service and several times the Gov. 
ernment has extended the refugee children's 
p aroles. 

Confronted now with a letter which ap
pears to be Uncle Sam's last word, Mrs. Schut 
today is debating the wisdom of going to the 
Nation's Capital for a personal appeal from 
the apparently final unhappy decision of the 
Immigr ation Service. 

What she can tell the authorities is this:. 
"Give me 10 years. Give me time to raise 
these children whom I found as waifs. Let 
:µie send them to American schools, train 
them to be nurses and cooks and mechanics. 
Then let me take them back to Palestine, 
living testimony to the greatness of America. 
Don't send these children now back to a 
l and where the Jew and Arab still fight and 
where these children will face death. 

THESE, MY CHILDREN 

"These are my children. Jackie came to 
me when he was two days old; he couldn't 
be closer to me if he were my own. Ruthie 
was wit h us since the time she was only a 
few ·months old. Roseileen and Nadiah and 
Alice and Helaniah are as close to me. 

"I have no wish to keep them in America, 
to rear them in luxury. I want to return 
them to their own people, to share what they 
learn. And I want to go with them. But 
not yet. Not when there is war and poverty 
and misery in their land and before they 
are ready to help their own." 

Probably she will tell the story as it be
gan and as it happened. 

The village of Beit Jala (bay jella) sits 
across the highway from Bethlehem, 6 
miles from Jerusalem. The land is bare of 
trees and brings to mind the barren Yakima 
hills. In the summer, the sun burns, and in 
winter cold rain soaks the hills. There 
is no heat in the fla.t-topped, Whitestone 
houses clustered on the hillside. The chil· 
dren grow up hungry, stomachs distended by 
malnutrition, lungs weakened by the wet 
cold of winter. 
. To this place came Mr. and Mrs. R. W. 
Schut in 1945 to found the Palestine Or
phanage and Refugee Society. It was for 
them the beginning of a dream long delayed 
by World War II. When they came to Beit 
Jala, "it was like coming home," Mrs. Schut 
said. But they soon found in the people and 
the streets and the smells that they were 
in a far off land. 

Life in Beit Jala was not easy. There were 
many children without homes or families .. 
In time, the orphanage had 30 children of 
all ages, colors and sizes to care for. "We 
were new, we didn't know and we just went 
ahead," Mrs. Schut said. The orphanage 
took in infants, something other orphanages 
would not do. 

Food was a problem. Mrs. Schut, re
luctant to talk about those days for fear 
she will be misunderstood and thought a 
sympathy-seeker, can be drawn "out. She 
said the rice they got wouldn't be pig food in 
tnis country. Before it was cooked, she 
picked out the match sticks, crumpled cig-

. aret packs and things I won't mention." The 
flour, "when we had flour," was sifted 
through a fine screen. "That took out the 
big worms. The little ones just went 
through and we baked our bread." 

Despite the handicaps, the orphanage did 
well. Mr. and Mrs. Schut were missionaries 
without a tie to any denomination. Dona
tions from home kept them going and they 
were sustained by strong faith. They were 
sure they were under divine protection, that 
tomorrow's bread would come. Who can deny 
this faith, after hearing Mrs. Schut's story? 

The orphans, the waifs, the unwanted lost 
the bow in their legs caused by malnutrition. 
Their limbs straightened and strengthened. 

In the fall of 1947, the United Nations par
titioned the Holy Land in hope of bringing 
peace between the Israelis and the Arabs. 
The partition deepened the hatred between 
the people. 

"You could feel the tension grow day after 
day. You couldn't step out on your balcony 
without becoming a target for a bullet." 

A curtain of fear and hate wrapped around 
the orphanage. The children could not 
travel the 6 miles to Jerusalem to school be
cause a sudden curfew might leave them 
stranded away from· home. Mr. Schut could 
not go abroad because his blond hair and 
blue eyes might lead the Arabs to think him 
a European Jew. 

TRAPPED IN JERUSALEM 

, The fierce fighting between the Jews and 
Arabs, heated by the partition, . boiled 9ver 
when the British planned to withdraw their 
troops from the Holy Land. England had 
been holding Palestine under a League of 
Nations mandate for 30 years; the mandate 
ended on May 14. Months before that time, 
guerrilla war flared. There was no peace. 
No one knew his enemies or his friends. 

Mrs. Schut and 18-year-old Helaniah, the 
oldest among the orphans, journeyed to Jeru
salem on Easter of 1948 to complete papers 
at the American Consulate. An outburst of 
:fighting cut the two women off in the Holy 

City for 4 days. They lived in a small, dark 
room in a Russian orthodox convent, next 
door to the headquarters of the Arab Le
gion. 

Three artillery piec.es mounted atop the 
legion headquarters barked and boomed 
through the night. Return fire from Jewish 
forces plunked into the convent walls. Mrs. 
Schut heard that the orphanage had been 
raided-that her husband and her son and 
all the children had been slain. 

The Arabs overran Jewish settlements and 
the Israelis irregulars raided Arab towns. 
The people of the villages came to the or
phanage and asked the Schuts if they could 
not take this boy or that girl, who belonged 
to their village, home for a holiday. In time, 
Mrs. Schut learned that the people of the 
village simply wanted to be together when 
they died. The village would be raided and 
the orphan, home for a holiday, would be 
among the victims. 

So many things happened then that it is 
difficult to say which happened first. Mr. 
Schut became gravely ill with tropical dys· 
entery. He became a burden on Mrs. Schut, 
already heavily laden with the care of nearly 
30 orphans. It was decided that her hus~ 
band and her daughter should return to the 
United States. Until. she saw them again in 
Yakima half a year later, Mrs. Schut was 
not certain that they had not been killed 
before they left Palestine. 

ARABS SPARE LIFE 

They had a close call. Riding in a TWA 
station wagon to catch an airplane, Mr. 
Schut, Donna Mae, and an American news
paperman _were engulfed suddenly by a band 
of roaming Arabs. The Arabs talked excit
edly. Donna Mae, who speaks Arabic, began 
to cry. 

"What are they saying, Donna Mae?" asked 
the newspaperman. 

The girl sobbed, "They are going to kill 
us and take the car." 

"Donna Mae," instructed her father, a . 
calm person, "tell them that we will take 
them wherever they want to go, that we are 
going home to mama and that your daddy is 
very ill." 

This appealed to the Arabs. They piled 
into the station wagon and asked to be taken 
to a battlefield; they were in a hurry to join 
·the fighting. 

Suspicion and fear and hate seeped through 
the land. Life was cheap and quickly taken. 
Mrs. Schut passed through an Arabian guard 
post without question. On her return, the 
guard had changed and strangers were at the 
gate. The Arabs were, in her words, "on me 
right now, with their knives ready to take 
me right there.'' 

Mrs. Schut believed she was going to die. 
She said a prayer, a bit for herself but mostly 
for the orphan children at Beit Jala. Her 
murmured words were picked up by an Arab 
who took pride in the smattering of English 
he knew. He misunderstood her. He told 
his companions, "Let her go. Her skin's too 
tough." 

The Arab States invaded Palestine on May 
1, 2 weeks before the British were to pull 
out. The sniping, guerrilla fighting became 
open war. The American consulate at Jeru
salem told Mrs. Schut that she should leave 
but she wouldn't abandon her orphans. Fi· 
nally, she was ordered out for her own safety 
and to avoid any incidents involving an 
American citizen. 

-In the meantime, she had obtained {she 
thought) visitors permits for six children. 
Had she begun sooner she -might have gotten 
permits for more children. As it was, she 
handed out the other orphans to famllies to 
care for and arranged to flee from Belt Jala. 

They hired a Diesel truck, used for motor 
freight through the mountains. Providence 
was with them. The British delayed their 
departure by a day, just enough time for 
Mrs. Schut to take her party out first. After 
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the Tommies pulled Ot!t. ,roads wer.e mined, 
bridges blown up and escape.impossible. 

BULLETS HI'I TRUCK 

The truck rumbled out of Beit Jala on 
May 14 to begin an 8-hour trip that took 
3¥2 days. The heavy vehicle lumbered along 
a ,hillside road to Jerusalem between battling 
Arabs and Israelis. A tarpaulin across the 
back of the truck was bullet-riddled. Mrs. 
Schut cradled Ruthie, age 9 months in her 
arms in the cab. In the back, Alfred fiung 
his body across the waifs to protect them 
from the gunfire. 

Running this gantlet of fl.re, the truck 
reached Jerusalem. The holy city was 
caught in the agony of battle. The Jewish 
militia, Haganah, fought the Transjordan 
legion in a house-to-house street fight. Mrs. 
Schut counted 300 bodies in the streets of 
Jerusalem as they passed through. They 
were not beyond the range of bullets until 
passing Jericho, they crossed the border into 
Transjordan. 

At every · village, they were stopped, 
searched, questioned, and their papers scru
tinized. On the evening of the first day, 
they reached Amman and camped for the 
night. With them on the highway leading 
away from the fighting were 20,000 other 
refugees. The following night they reached 
Damascus and on the following day they 
came to the port city of Beirut, their goal. 

In Beirut, Mrs. Schut found disappoint
ment. The visitors' permits she had ex
pected for her six orphans were not there. 
Something had happened to the papers, ap· 
parently, when the American consulate 
pulled out of Jerusalem for the sea coast. 
Nevertheless, times being hectic and danger
ous, American officials at Beirut allowed her 
to proceed as if she had the permits. 

There was a month ir. which to get a boat 
from Beirut to the United States. Providence 
being with them again, they obtained passage 
on a Greek freighter on the last day of their 
allotted P1onth. 

In the meantime, the eight people huddled 
in a one-room storehouse in Beirut while the 
early summer sun baked the city. Alfred suf· 
fered a slight sun stroke and a touch of 
dysentery. 

Feeling ran high in Beirut between Jews 
and Arabs although the Lebanon city was 
outside the fighting area. Murders were not 
uncommon. A man was slain just outside 
the window of the room where the Schuts 
lived. "We heard it all." 

Food was a nearly unsolvable problem. A 
sack of potatoes cost $37. The black market 
offered 100 pounds of rice for $120. 

Mrs. Schut crossed her fingers when they 
boarded the Greek freighter. The children 
had been bitten and eaten by sand fieas so 
badly that she was afraid authorities might 
think the orphans had smallpox and forbid 
them to leave. 

The freighter plowed through the Medi· 
terranean to stand 3 miles offshore from a 
Greek port. It took on a cargo of high oc
tane gasoline and set off on a 6 weeks' 
crossing of the Atlantic. 

At New York, there were no visitor permits 
for the children. The Immigration Service 
paroled the six refugees to Mrs. Schut for 6 
months under $500 bond apiece. A friend 
put up the $3,000 required. 

And so they came to Yakima. They came 
here because, Mrs. Schut explained, the 
summer weather, the hills are so much like 
their home in Palestine and because she 
knew the valley. 

Three of the children are in school. All 
have grown sturdy and strong. Jackie, a ro
tund, chubby little boy who will be 5 this 
month can remember so little about his 
homeland that the only boat he knows is 
not the one he crossed the ocean on but 
the one he rode on at the fair. 

Will they stay in Yakima? Mrs. Schut 
hopes they will until the children are raised, 

She wants to return someday to Palestine 
with her "staff" to re-establish the orphan
age at Belt Jala. 

."I've been kicked and spit upon in the 
streets," she says of Palestine, . "but stilJ I 
love them. 'l'hey are people; They need 
help." 

"HE WILL CARE FOR ME" 

She realizes that she cannot help them 
now, not while fear and war ride ·about the 
Holy City. But it is not for herself that 
she entreats Uncle Sam to stay his hand. 
She is thinking of the children who would 
go back to a land where a Jew is killed be
cause he is a Jew, where an Arab is slain 
because he is an Arab, where food is beyond 
price and where there is no hope ·until peace 
finally comes. 

Nor would she abandon the children, send· 
ing them back alone while she stays here. 
"They are mine," she says simply. Instead 
she will leave her daughter, Donna Mae, here 
and return with the war waifs. 

In the last few days, Uncle Sam has given 
his final word: The children must go. But 
Mrs. Schut steadfastly hopes that the Immi
gration Service will delay its ruling and let 
the children remain until they can go home 
as examples of American training and edu
cation. 

Perhaps the children think of this when 
they sing the "theme song" of the Schut 
home-".If the Father's eye is on the spar .. 
row, surely He will care for me. 

HARUE SATO 

Mr. CAIN. Mr. President, I introduce 
for appropriate reference a bill for the 
relief of Harue Sato, and I ask unani
mous consent that an explanatory state
ment of the bill by me be printed in the 
RECORD. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The bill will 
be received and appropriately referred, 
and, without objection, the explanatory 
statement presented by the Senator from 
Washington will be printed in the REC
ORD. The Chair hears no objection. 

The bill <S. 840) for the relief of Harue 
Sato, introduced by Mr. CAIN, was re
ceived, read twice by its title, and re
f erred to the Committee on the Judi
ciary. 

The statement presented by Mr. CAIN 
is as follows : .J 

STATEMENT BY SENATOR CAIN 

The b111 is for the relief of Sgt. Franklyn 
Roff, a wounded veteran of the Korean War. 
Sergeant Roff had requested permission to 
marry his fiancee in Japan but was trans
ferred to a hospital in the Un~ted States 
before the proper papers could be processed. 
This bill, if enacted, will make it possible 
for Sergeant Roff to have his fiancee brought 
to the United States so that he may marry 
her. 

I believe that this is little enough to do for 
a man who has fought our war and has been 
wounded in our cause. I wish Sergeant'Roff 
the best of luck, a speedy recovery, and a 
very happy married life with the woman of 
his choice. · 

AMENDMENT OF CONSTITUTION PROVID
ING REPRESENTATION IN ELECTORAL 
COLLEGE FOR DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA 
AND CERTAIN TERRITORIES OF THE 
UNITED STATES 

Mr. CASE. Mr. President, I introduce 
for appropriate reference a joint resolu
tion proposing an amendment to the 
Constitution of the United States to pro ... 
vide r.epresentation in the electoral col
lege for the District of Columbia and 
certain Territories of the United States, 
and I ask unanimous consent that the 

joint resolution and a statement by me 
explaining the joint· resolution be print
ed in the RECORD. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The joint 
resolution will be received and appropri
ately referred, and, without objection, 
the joint resolution and statement pre
sented by the Senator from South Da
kota will be printed in the RECORD. The 
Chair hears no objection. 

The joint resolution <S. J. Res. 31) 
proposing an amendment to the Consti
tution of the United States to provide 
representation in the electoral college 
for the District of Columbia and certain 
Territories of the United States, intro
duced by Mr. CASE, was read twice by 
its title, referred to the Committee on 
the Judiciary, and ordered to be printed 
in the RECORD, as follows: 

Resolved by the Senate and House of Rep
resentatives of the United States of America 
in Congress assembled (two-thirds of each 
House concurring therein), That the follow
ing article is hereby proposed as an amend· 
ment to the Constitution of the United 
States, which shall be valid to all intents and 
purpose as a part of the Constitution when 
ratified by the legislatures of three-fourths 
of the several States: 

"ARTICLE -

"In choosing the President and the Vice 
President of the United States, the District 
of Columbia, and each Territory of the 
United States entitled by law to select a dele
gate in the House of Representatives, shall 
be entitled to appoint, in such manner as the 
Congress may provide by law, one elector who 
shall possess the qualifications required by 
article II of the Constituti.on and whose bal· 
lot shall be cast and counted as provided by 
the twelfth article of amendment of the Con
stitution." 

The statement presented by Mr. Case 
is as follows: 

STATEMENT BY SENATOR CASE 

Today I am introducing a proposal for an 
amendment to the Constitution that would 
give upwards of 2,000,000 disfranchised citi· 
zens of the United States a chance to vote 
in Presidential elections. 

The amendment would give to the Dis
trict of Columbia and to Territories with a. 
Delegate in the House of Representatives a 
vote in the electoral cpllege. 

There were approximately 800,000 people 
in the Distric't of Columbia by the last cen
sus, the number retaining voting rights in 
their States being unknown. There were 
499,794 .in the Territory of Hawaii and 128,· 
643 in the Territory of Alaska. 

Hawaii and Alaska have the status of Ter
ritories and elect a Delegate to the House of . 
Representatives. There are current propos
als to provide the District of Columbia with 
a Delegate in the House of Representatives, 
but without amendment to the Constitution. 
they still would not vote on President. 

There are pending, of course, proposals to 
give both Alaska and Hawaii full statehood. 
I happen to have voted for such a measure in 
the Hcmse of Representatives but I recognize 
that there is considerable doubt that either 
Territory will win statehood in the immediate 
future. 

It has occurred to me that granting the 
Territories and the District of Columbia an 
opportunity to vote for President with repre· 
sentation in the electoral college might com .. 

• mand the support of many Members of the 
Congress who oppose statehood. I believe 
these citizens of the United States should 
have a right to representation in the Con
gress and in the election of the President and 
Vice President. We draft their sons and we 
tax their incomes. 



1104 . CONGRESSIONA.L RECORD-SENATE- FEBRUARY 8 
The proposed amendment is simple, and 

with the permission of the Senate, I place 
it in my remarks. 

. HOUSE BILLS REFERRED 

· The following bills were severally read 
twice by their titles, and referred to the 
Committee on Finance: 

H. R. 2141. An act to extend for 2 years 
the existing privilege of free importation of 
gifts from mem)::>ers of the Armed Forces of 
the United States on duty abroad; _ 

· H. R . 2192. An act . to amend section 313 
(b) of the Tariff Act of 1930; and 

H. R. 2268. An act to authorize the pay
ment of interest on series E savings bonds 
retained after maturity, and for other pur
poses. 

INCRE·ASE OF COMPENSATION TO VET
ERANS WITH SERVICE-CONNE'CTED DIS
AB1LITY-CHANGE OF REFERENCE 

· Mr: GEORGE. Mr. President, Se:1ate 
bill 780, to authorize the payment by the 
Veterans' Administration of increased 
compensation on account of service-con
nected total deafness to veterans in re
ceipt of compensation, was inadvertently 
referred to the Committee on Labor and 
Public Welfare. I have conferred with 
the author of the bill, the Senator from 
Alabama [Mr. HILL], and with his ap
proval I ask unanimous consent that the 
Committee on Labor and Public Welfare 
be discharged from the further consid
eration of the 'bill, and that it be re
ferred to the Committee on Finance. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Is there ob
jection? The Chair hears none, and it 
is so ordered. 
DECLARATION OF FRIENDSHIP FROM THE 

AMERICAN PEOPLE TO ALL OTHER 
PEOPLES 

Mr. McMAHON. Mr. President, I ask 
unanimous consent to address myself for 
2 minutes to a concurrent resolution 
which I propose to submit. 
· The VICE PRESIDENT. Is there ob
jection? The Chair hears none, and 
the Sena tor may proceed. 
. Mr. McMAHON. Mr. President, it is a 
great tragedy that the Communists have 
stolen the word peace from the free na
tions of the world. , That happens to be 
a fact, hard as it is for the average Amer
ican to understand why it should be so. 

Despite recent Soviet aggressions, the 
Communists have been very successful in 
selling the idea that the United States is 
a warmongering Nation while the Soviet 
Union wants peace. A recent Soviet out
burst called us atomic barbarians. 

The Communists have planted distrust 
of the United States and its allies over 
most of Asia and the Far East. A great 
many 'Europeans are in doubt about our 
peaceful intentions because of clever 
.Communist propaganda. 
· Perhaps most dangerous of all is the 
fact that the Soviet Government is con
stantly telling the Russian people that 
the United States is a Nation of war
mongers intent on their destruction. - It 
is 'within our power to correct the record, 
and I believe we should. · 

I am now submitting a concurrent 
resolutfon, which I am proud to an
nounce is being sponsored by 20 other 
'Members of the Senate. The sponsors 
include Republicans and Democrats; 

this is in no sense a -partisan issue. The 
sponsors joining with me are the junior 
Senator from Connecticut £Mr. BENTON], 
the Senator.from Illinois [Mr. DouGLAsJ, 
the Senator from Vermont [Mr. FLAN
DERS], the Senator from Arkansas [Mr. 
FULBRIGHT], the Senator from Iowa [Mr. 
GILLETTE], the Senator from Rhode Is
fand [Mr. GREEN], the junior Senator 
from New Jersey [Mr. HENDRICKSON], 
the Senator from Alabama [Mr. HILL], 
the· junior Senator from Minnesota [Mr. 
HUMPHREY], the junior Senator from 
Wyoming [Mr. HUNT], the senior Senator 
from New York [Mr. IvEsJ, the junior 
Senator from New York [Mr. LEHMAN], 
the Senator from ·Montana [Mr. MuR-

, RAY], the Senator from West Virginia 
[Mr. NEELY], the senior' Senator from 
Wyoming [Mr. O'MAHONEY], the Senator 
from Virginia [Mr. ROBERTSON]' the Sen
ator from Maine [Mrs. SMITHJ, the sen
ior Senator from New Jersey [Mr. 
SMITH], the senior Senator from Minne
sota [Mr. THYE], the Senator from New 
Hampshire [Mr. ToiiEYJ, the Senator 
from Wisconsin [Mr. WILEY], and the 
Senator from North Dakota [Mr. 
LANGER]. 
· The title of the concurrent resolu

tion explains its purpose in simple lan
guage. It is called "A declaration of 
friendship from the American people to 
all other peoples of the world, including 
the peoples of the Soviet Union." A 
similar resolution is being submitted in 
the House of Representatives today, so 
that we may have an expression of the 
Congress. 
. The concurrent resolution sets forth in 

simple language .what I sincerely and 
deeply believe to be a fact, namely, that 
the overriding desire of the American 
people is to bring about permanent peace. 
It declares that the United States Gov
ernment stand~ ready at all times to 
compose its differences with the Soviet 
.Government by honorable negotiation. 

The resolution also calls upon the 
President of -the United States to trans
mit the resolution to the Soviet Gov
ernment with the request that its con
tents be made known to the Russian 
people. 
· The prestige of the Congress of the 
United States is very great throughout 
the world, because it represents the 
American people. I believe adoption of 
this resolution will set for th the true 
position of the United States in clear and 
unmistakable terms. 

I submit the concurrent resolution and 
ask that it be referred to the appropri
ate committee. 

The concurrent -resolution <S. Con. 
Res. 11), submitted by Mr. McMAHON 
(for himself and other Senators), was 
referred to. the Committee <.?n Foreign 
Relations, as follows: 

Whereas the goal of the American people 
1s now, and ever has been a just and lasting 
peace; and 

Whereas the deepest wish of our Nation is 
• to join with all other nations in preserving 

the dignity of man, and in observing those 
moral principles which alone lend meaning 
to his existence; and 

Whereas in proof of this, the United States 
has offered to share all that is good in atomic 

energy, . asking -" in return only safeguards 
against the evil in the atom; and 

Whereas this Nation has likewise given of 
its substance and resources to help those 
peoples ravaged by war and poverty; and 

Whereas terrible danger to all free peoples 
compels the United States to undertake a 
vast program of armaments expenditures; 
and 

-whereas we rearm only with reluctance and 
would prefer to devote our energies to peace
ful pursuits: Now, therefore, be it 

Resolved by the Senate (the House of Rep
resentatives concurring), That the Members 
of this. Congress reaffirm the historic and 
a'biding friendship of the American people 
for all other peoples, including the peoples 
of the Soviet Union, by declaring-

Tha t the American people deeply regret 
the artificial barriers which separate them 
from .the peoples of the U. 8. S. R., and which 
keep the Soviet peoples from learning of 
America's desire to live in friendship with all 
other peoples, and to work with them in ad
vancing the ideal of human brotherhood; ·and 
· That the. American people desire neither 

war with the Soviet Union nor the terrible 
consequences of such a war; and 

That although they are firmly determined 
to defend their freedom and security, the 
American people welcome all honorable 
efforts to compose the differences standing 
between them and the Soviet Government; 
be it further 
· Resolved; That the Congress request the 

President of the United States to call upon 
the Government of the Union of Soviet 
Socialist Republics to acquaint the peoples of 
the Soviet Union with the contents of this 
resolution. . 

Mr. McMAHON. In this-connection, 
Mr. President, I ask unanimous consent 
to have printed in the RECORD at this 
point as a part of my remarks, an article 
entitled, "McMAHON'S Plan To Express 
Amity Toward . Russians Hailed/' writ
ten by David Lawrence and published 
in the New York Herald Tribune of Jan
uary 24, 1951; an article entitled, "A 
Bold Challenge to Joe Stalin," written 
by Thomas L. Stokes :and published in 
the New. York Herald Tribune of Jan
uary 24, 1951; and an editorial entftied, 
"Nothing Against the Russian People," 
published in the Washington Post of 
January 25, 1951. · 
·-There being no objection, the articles 

and editorial were ordered to be printed 
in the RECORD, as follows: 
[From the New York Herald Tribune of Janu

ary 24, 1951] 
McMAHON'S PLAN To EXPRESS AMITY TOWARD 

RUSSIANS HAILED 
(By David Lawrence) 

WASHINGTON, January 23.-Senator BRIEN 
McMAHON'S proposal of a resolution to be 
adopted by the Senate expressing friendship 
for the Russian people is the fir!it sign of 
common sense that has come in a long while 
froin officialdom here on the subject of moral 
force as a preventive of war . 

The assumption that, because armament 
has to be increased substantially to meet 
outbreaks of aggression, all other forms of 
peaceful effort t9 prevent war need not be 
pressed is erroneous. Yet whenever military 
measures take the limelight these other 
methods of avoiding war seem to be side-
tracked. ' · · 
· With two world wars to ·remind mankind 
that military conquest does not really bring 
peace, there have been equally erroneous 
assumptions current that military strength 
lias become futile or unnecessary. The truth 
is that defense armament is indispensable, 
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and so is an armament of reason-and genu
ine friendship expressed by one set of peo
ples to the other. 

THE CAUSES OF WAR 
The Russian people are not · _bellicose· by 

nature. They do not want war any more 
than do the people of the allied countries. 
Inasmuch as all peoples would prefer the 
ways of peace to armed hostilities, the real 
question always is why there sh9uld be any 
wars. Generally they result fro.m the acts 
of a dictator or of a small group of men
oligarchies; they used to call them in an
cient days-whq exploit whole nations and 
force the young to go to war by inflaming 
public opinion against other countries. 

There is no reason to believe that, if 
the minds of the 200,000,000 people of Soviet 
Russia could be reached with genuine evi
dences of friendship, the rulers of the Com- · 
munist regime would have the power to 
take the steps · of aggression which have now 
brought the world to the brink of war. 

Lilrn all other moves of this - kind-and 
they are by no means novel-the . question 
of methods and means arises. The Unite~ 
States has brought forth what is known as 
the Voice of America program. This proj
ect was for a long time in need of funds, 
but now has the money from Congress. What 
is lacking is the ideas that must go into 
such an undertak~ng to make it succ~ssful. 
Those ideas cannot begin and end on the 
bureaucratic level. They must come from 
the very top level 9f our policy makers. They 
must be part of national and international 
policy. 

Today the . Voice of America is just one 
of a number of bureaus in the State De
partment. It ought to be an important 
agency inde}:endent of any department and 
reporting directly to the President .. It should 
have enough prestige to command the sym
pa thetic support of Members of both Houses 
of Congress. It should be the public _rela
tfons instrument of the ·goverhment 'Itself 
in international relations. Few men who 
have been at the head of the State Depart
ment have ever been qualified to do this type 
of planning even if they had the time to 
devote to it. · . 

But to occupy so importa~t ~ role, the 
project must have Cabinet.-level rankin? and 
must be compos·ed of advisers who are able 
to suggest major policies that will appeal to 
other nations-, especially those behind the 
iron curtain. Strange, indeed, that nobody 
has put any official momentum ·behind the 
idea of a formal expression of friendship by 
the Congress addressed to the people of 
Soviet Russia or that other moves which 
can appeal to peopies behind the iron curtain 
should not have come ·before now from au
thoritative quarters. 

0 MUST CAPTURE IMAGINATION 
The Voice of America can relay messages 

and broadcast ·interesting scripts and carry 
a polemic technique to . counteract Commu
nist propaganda, but that's not enough. 
There must be ways to capture the imagina
tion of the Russian people. That's why the 
suggestion by Senator McMAHON is likely to 
prove more penetrating than all the high
sounding speeches of diplomatic phraseology 
that come forth so regularly as the only 
expressJon of American idealism. 

But will such policies of friendship and 
other proposals get through to the people 
behind the iron curtain? The answer is that 
any event of sensational importance perco
lates through any man-made barrier. The 
persons w:iio go and come a~ross the border 
from the satellite states to the free world 
are constantly discussing these same issue_s. 
Word-of-mouth distribution of ideas still 
remains the most effective single instrume_nt 
of communication the world has ever known. 

XCVII-70 

[From. the New York Herald Tribune of 
January 24, 1951] 

A BOLD CHALLENGE TO JOE STALIN-SENATOR 
.McMAHON WOULD CEN~R ATTACK Ol'f THE 
IRON CURTAIN 

(By Thomas L. Stokes) 
WASHI·NGTON.-It is good that in the gath

ering storm one ma~ is willing to stand up 
boldly 11nd appeal for another attempt to 
break through the iron curtain so that our 
people, as people, might speak to the Russian 
people, as people, for understanding and 
peace. · · · 

For this Sena tor BRIEN McMAHON, Demo
crat, Connecticut, would use both our Sen
ate ann the United Nations as instrumen
talities. 

No man is more entitled to speak-and be 
heard. The Connecticut Senator knows 
wnereof he speaks, and is conscious of his 
tremendous responsibility. He is a man with 
a 'burden .on his soul. As chairman of the 
Joint Congressional Atomic En ergy Commit
tee he lives daily, so to speak •. with the awful 
w~apon that could wipe out civilization. 
He realizes also another bitter truth that 
history teaches-that arms races such as 
that in which the United States and Russia 
a~e engaged can eria only in wars. 

UN OUTLET IN RUSSIA 
To challenge Joe Stalin and the rulers of 

the Kremlin ·on the iron curtain he pro
poses: 

1. That the United Nations assert its rights· 
to have its deliberations known behind the 
irbn curtain-as · a minimum by operating 
its own radiv station in Russia. 

2. That the Senate pass a resolution ex
pressing friendship for the people of Russia 
by the people cf the United States and other
wise declaring the intentions of our own 
people for peace and for honorable negotia
tions for peace, and that the Soviet Govern
ment be asked to circulate this among its 
own people. To reinforce its effect he woul.d 
have the resolution circulated all over this 
country and signed by our people. 

The Senator was impelled to speak out be
cause of developing circumstances. He has 
become alarmed by the headway .Rusi,iia has 
made with her continuous propaganda that 
the United States wants war and that our 
people are warmongers. He knows, as we ?-11 
know, that this is not so--that, as he said, 
no Member of the United States Senate 
wants war, nor do any of our people. Nor, 
he adds, do the ·people of Russia. 

OUR STORY HIDDEN 
But we have not got our · story across. 

As regards . Russia, we are stopped by the 
iron curtain so that we cannot reach the 
people. As for other people, particularly in 
A·sia we have failed to get our story to 
the~ and to let them know of our inter
est, from our national experience, in their 
aspirations to shake off colonialism and run 
their own affairs as independent nations. 
Yet we know what they want better than 
any other people. · 

The Senator simply would challenge Joe 
Stalin· by asking him "that the .free ~eoples' 
views be circulated among the Russians as 
the Soviet's views are circulated among us." 
As the Senator was speaking, our press wires, 
fQr exa)ilple, were carrying the latest dia
tribe against the United States as "war
mongers"-in this instance, by Peter Pos
pelov at the Lenin anniversary celebration. 

STRONGEST WEAPON 
The Senator is not sanguine that Stalin 

woul!f .accept either the UN or Senate pro
posal; but he is convinced, he said, "that 
if we focus world opinion on the iron . cur
tain and expose it as a fraud and a menace 
to world peace, v;e may convert . this bar
rier against truth into a Soviet liability. 

.The barrier against truth, the Senator ex
plained, "may be the Soviet's strongest 
weapon. 

"Perhaps we c~nnot convince the Kremlin 
rulers to open up the curtain, but I am .ab-. 
solutely certain that we can cripple · and 
perhaps silence the Soviet propaganda guns 
in the western world. People can see 
through a fraud very easily when it is ex
posed to them." 

Except for the iron curtain, he declared, 
"I am sure that ordinary Russians would 
invoke their wrath on rulers who deny 
them life's barest necessities and who sad
dle them with crushing armament expendi
tures." 

As an inducement to peace to people 
everywhere, the Senator relntroduced his 
resolution of last February calling for a 
reduction of armaments, including atomic 
weapons, by an iron-clad international 
agreement providing for inspection. The 
money thus saved would be pooled and ap
plied to build up backward nations. 

His threefold program is · .simple, dire::t, 
bold, and possible-that is, if we really 
want to save. ourselves and the world. 

[From the Washington Post of January 25, 
1951] 

NOTHING AGAINST THE RUSSIAN PEOPLE · 
There ought to be more attention paid to 

the- suggestlon of Connecticut's Senatqr 
BRIEN McM~HON, that the people of Russia 
should be assured Of the continued friendship 
of the people of the United State~. 

·No, that is not appeasement. In a 'way it 
is · just· the opposite of appGasement, because 
it draws a sharp line betwee'J. the people of 
Russia and the present 'Tov:!rnment of Rus
sia. 

The people of Russia are continually bom
barded with Soviet lies to the effect that the 
people of the United States hate them and 
seek to d.o them ill. If some semblance of the 
truth can penetrate behind the iron cur
tain-and there are leaks in that curtain de
spite all vigilance-it would produce a very 
different attitude in the mind of the average 
Russian. · 

What Senator McMAHON is really propos
ing is that we should approach this interna
tional problem with some of the skill that 
the Russians ".."ic::1selves have shown in us
ing propaganda as a means of bolstering 
their side. The ordinary American must be 
thinking somewhat sadly that since the close 
of World War II Soviet Russia has made 
enormous 'advances by just such methods 
and without the loss-so far as we know
of a single Russian life. ~ Ieant ime our boys 
are dying on the battlefi.elds of Korea while 
in the matter of world public opinion we 
seem to be losing ground instead of gain-
ing it. _ 

. It is time that we made some effort to 
cause the real 'l:ruth to penetrate behind the 
iron curtain and thus to beat Russia at her· 
own game. For what Senator McMAHON pro
poses is the simple truth. Nobody in this 
country hates the Russians as such, nobody 
has ill will against them as Russians and all 
of the furore in this country against· com
munism is based solely on the evil deeds of 
a Russian Communist dictatorship. 

·.ve should not be mislrd into believing 
that the crooks and terrorists now in power 
in Moscow are any more typical of the Rus
sian people as a whole, than the dope pe~
dlers now being rounded up in New York 
C1ty are typical of the American people. 

Mr. WILEY. Mr. President, I ask 
unanimous consent that I may address 
myself to the concurrent resolution for 
2_or 3 minut!3s. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Withoµt ob
jection, the Senator from Wisconsin is 
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recognized for 2 or 3 minutes-the Chair 
will make it 3. 

Mr. WILEY. Mr. President, I am hap
py to join in cosponsorship of _the resolu
tion ottered today by the able senior 
Senator from Connecticut [Mr. Mc
MAHON] expressing the deep longing of 
the American people for peace and ex
pressing their friendship with the rank 
and file people of the Soviet Union. 

I congratulate my colleague on . the 
very sound reasoning of his approach. I 
trust that the text of this eloquent res
olution will be relayed etf ectively to the 
peoples of the world. 

There is an old hymn which reads as 
follows: 

Make channels for the streams of love, 
Where they may broadly run; 

And love has overflowing streams, 
To fill them every one. 

But if at any time we cease 
Such channels to provide, 

The very founts of love for us 
Will then seem parched and dried. 

For we must share, if we would keep 
That blessing from above; 

They cease to have who cease to give; 
Such is the law of love. 

Mr. President, we have tried nearly 
everything in the world for peace except 
the thing which is embodied in the con
current resolution. The United States 
Senate is expressing the hope of the peo
ple of this country when it agrees to this 
resolution. 

There is absolutely no reason why the 
man on the street or on the farm in 
America should have the slightest desire 
in the world to inflict harm on the man 
on the street or on the farm in Russia or 
its satellite states. On the contrary, all 
human beings, whether they live unfor
tunately behind the iron curtain or 
whether they enjoy the blessings of west
ern freedom, have the same wants and 
desires the same fundamental longing to · 
live in' peace with their neighbors and 
to enjoy freedom and security for them
selves and their loved ones. 

It is only the power-hungry leaders of 
the Soviet Union who have brought 
about the recent tragic·chain of circum
stances which finds United Nation boys 
killing Chinese and Northern Korean 
boys on the frozen battlefields of that 
distant peninsula. Moreover, the re
sponsibility for any future aggravating 
the present situation rests solely on the 
leaders of the Soviet Union. 

We of the west desire peace; we will 
strive for peace, and move heaven and 
earth to try to maintain peace. We de
spise war. We know that war would 
settle nothing. It would not end com
munism; it would only bring on more 
hunger, more disease, more chaos, more 
confusion; and more suffering to the 
humble people pf the world. 

There is no good reason for war. War 
is not inevitable. On the contrary, peace 
is very definitely attainable if the leaders 
of the Soviet will simply recognize the 
facts that-

First. We of the west will be prepared 
for every possible contingency, but 

Second. We of the west will join in 
seeking any reasonable and lasting set
tlement founded on deeds of justice, 
rather than mere words. 

We will not appease, but neither will 
we provoke. We will not place our faith 
in armament alone, but neither will we 
strip ourselves of the arms necessary for 
defense. We will not change our atti
tude of love and friendship toward the 
humble people of the earth, even though 
they live in aggressor countries. But 
neither will we change our attitude to
ward defense of the heritage of which we 
are the trustee. 

I hope, therefore, that the Senate will 
promptly adopt this splendid resolution 
submitted by the senior Senator from 
Connecticut and his associates. 
STUDY OF ADMINISTRATION OF TRADING 

WITH THE ENEMY ACT 

Mr. LANGER submitted the following 
resolution CS. Res. 7-2), which was re
f erred to the Committee on the Judi
ciary: 

Resolved, That the Committee on the Judi
ciary, or any duly authorized subcommittee 
thereof, is directed to make a full and com
plete study of the administration of the 
Trading With the Enemy Act with respect 
to the assets of foreign countries and nation
als thereof and to report to the Senate at 
the earliest practicable date the results of 
such study together with such recommenda
t~ons as it may deem advisable. 

SEC. 2. For the purposes of this resolution, 
the committee, or any duly authorized sub
committee thereof, is authorized to employ 
on a temporary basis su-0h technical, clerical, 
and other assistants as it deems advisable, 
The expenses of the. committee under this 
resolution, which shall not exceed $100,000, 
shall be paid from the contingent fund of 
the Senate upon vouchers approved by the 
chairman of the committee. 

EXTENSION OF TRADE AGREEMENTS 
ACT-AMENDMENTS 

Mr. BREWSTER submitted amend
ments intended to be proposed by him to 
the bill CH. R. 1612) to extend the au
thority of the President to enter into 
trade agreements under section 350 of 
the Tariff Act of 1930, as amended, and 
for other purposes, which were ref erred 
to the Committee on Finance, and or
dered to be printed. 
PRINTING OF STUDIES OF ISSUANCE OF 

INJUNCTION IN LABOR DISPUTES BY 
STATE COURTS (S. DOC. NO. 7) 

Mr. MURRAY. Mr. President, pursu
ant to Senate Resolution 140, Eighty-first 
Congress, and the approval of the Senate 
Rules Committee, the Senate Subcom
mittee on Labor-Management Relations, 
in 1950, commissioned four universities 
to make studies of the issuance of in
junctions in labor disputes by State 
courts. Our agreements with the uni
versities provided that the subcommittee 
would not in any way attempt to influ
ence the findings of the universities. The 
studies have now been completed, have 
been received and approved by the Sen
ate Subcommittee on Labor-Manage
ment Relations, and by the Senate Com
mittee on Labor and Public Welfare. By 
direction of the committee, I ask unani-

. mous consent that these studies on State 
injunctions be printed as a Senate docu
ment. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Is there ob
jection to the request of the Senator 
from Montana? The Chair hears none, 
and it is so ordered. 

AUTHORITY FOR COMMITTEE ON 
FINANCE TO SUBMIT REPORTS DURING 
RECESS 

Mr. GEORGE. Mr. President, I ask 
unanimous consent that the Committee 
on Finance may, during the recess of the 
Senate, be permitted to file reports on 
two bills, one being H. R. 1, to authorize 
the payment by the Administrator of 
Veterans' Affairs of a gratuitous indem
nity to survivors of members of the 
Armed Forces who die in active s~rvice, 
and for other purposes, and the other 
(H. R. 1724) to provide for the renego
t~ation of contracts, and for other pur
poses. 

The VICE PRESIDJ?iNT. Is there ob
jection to the request of the Senator 
from Georgia? The Chair hears none, 
and it is so ordered. 

EXECUTIVE MESSAGES REFERRED 

As in executive session, 
The VICE PRESIDENT laid before the 

Senate messages from the President of 
the United States submitting sundry 
nominations, which were referred to the 
appropriate committee. 

<For nominations this day received, 
see the end of Senate proceedings.) 
EXECUTIVE REPORTS OF COMMITTEES 

As in executive session, 
The following favorable reports of 

nominations were submitted: 
Mr. GEORGE, from the Committee on 

Finance: 
William Jennings Bryan, Jr., of Los An

geles, Calif., to be collector of customs for 
customs colJection district No. 27, with 
headquarters at Los Angeles, Calif. (Reap
pointment.) 

Mr. JOHNSTON of South Carolina. 
Mr. President, as in executive session 
from the Committee on Post Office and 
Civil Service, I report favorably the 
nominations of 59 postmasters, which 
were unanimously ordered reported by 
the committee. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. As in execu
tive session, the nominations will be re
ceived and placed on the Executive Cal
endar. 
WELCOME OF ISRAELI AMBASSADOR 

ABBA EBAN-ADDRF.SS BY GOVERNOR 
OF MARYLAND 

[Mr. BUTLER of Maryland asked and ob
tained leave to have printed in the RECORD 
an address delivered by Hon. Theodore R. 
McKeldin, Governor of Maryland, in wel
coming the Ambassador of Israeli, Mr. Abba 
Eban, on his visit to Maryland, which appears 
in the Appendix.] 

THE PRESENT DANGER-ADDRESS BY 
JAMES B. CONANT 

[Mr. SALTONSTALL asked and obtained 
leave to have printed in the RECORD an ad
dress entitled "The Present Danger," de
livered by James B. Conant, for the Com
mittee on the Present Danger, on February 7, 
1951, over a national. radio network, which 
appears in the Appendix.) 

PROBLEMS CONFRONTING THE UNITED 
STATES-LETTER ~OM DR. SWAN 
ERICSON 

[Mr. THYE asked and obtained leave to 
have printed in the RECORD a letter addressed 
to him by Dr. Swan Ericson, of Le Sueur, 
Minn., under date of January 13, 1951, which 
appears in the Appendix.] 
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LIVES AT ST AKE IN THE RAILROAD 

STRIKE-ARTICLE BY CONSTANTINE 
BROWN 

[Mr. THYE asked and obtained leave to 
have printed in the RECORD an article .entitled 
"Lives, Not Profits, at Stake,'' written by 
Constantine Brown, and published in the 
Washington Evening Star of February 6, 1951, 
which appears in the Appendix.] 

THE POINT 4 PROGRAM-BROADCAST BY 
RAYMOND SWING 

[Mr. KILGORE asked and obtained leave 
to have printed in the RECORD excerpts from 
a broadcast by Raymond Swing on January 
15, 1951, in regard to the point 4 program, 
which appears in the Appendix.] 

OUR TRAGEDY IN CHINA-EDITORIAL 
FROM THE KANSAS CITY TIMES 

[Mr. SCHOEPPEL asked and obtained leave 
to have printed in the RECORD an editorial 
entitled "Our Tragedy in China,'' published 
in the Kansas City. Times of January 31, 1951, 
which appears in the Appendix.] 

THE RISE IN COFFEE PRICES-ARTICLE 
FROM COSMOPOLITAN 

[Mr. GILLETI'E asked and obtained leaye 
to have printed in the RECORD an article en
titled "Who Made the Money on Coffee?" pub
lished in Cosmopolitan magazine, which ap
pears in the Appendix.] 

PROPOSED ASSISTANCE TO INDIA
EDITORIAL COMMENT 

[Mr. LEHMAN (for Senator BENTON) asked 
and obtained leave to have printed in the 
RECORD an editorial entitled "India's Need," 
published in the Washington Post of Feb
ruary 6, 1951, an article entitled "Famine and 
Diplomacy," by Walter Lippmann, and an 
article written by Robert Trumbull and pub
lished in the New York Times, which appear 
in the Appendix.] 

TELEVISION CHANNELS FOR EDUCA
TIONAL PURPOSES-TELEGRAM FROM 
THE MEDICAL SOCIETY OF QUEENS 
COUNTY, N. Y. 
(Mr. LEHMAN asked and obtained leave to 

have printed in the RECORD a telegram ad
dressed by the Medical Society of the County 
of Queens to Commissioner Wayne Coy, 
Chairman of the Federal Communications 
Commission, dated January 17, 1951, regard
ing the assignment of television channels for 
educational purposes, which appears in the 
Appendix.] 

PREAMBLE OF THE FREEDOM OF INFOR
MATION CONVENTION-STATEMENT BY 
CARROLL BINDER 
[Mr. HUMPHREY asked and obtained leave 

to have printed in the RECORD a statement by 
Carroll Binder, United States representative 
in the Committee on Freedom of Informa
tion, regarding the preamble of the Freedom 
of Information Convention submitted by the 
U. S.S. R., which appears in the Appendix.] 

CONVENTION ON FREEDOM OF INFOR-
MATION-STATEMENT BY CARROLL 
BINDER 
(Mr. HUMPHREY asked and obtained leave 

to have printed in the RECORD a statement 
by Carroll Binder regarding the drafting of 
the Convention on Freedom of Information 
in the United Nations, which appears in the 
Appendix.] 

REMIT, PLEASE-EDITORIAL FROM THE 
OIL CITY DERRICK 

(Mr. MARTIN asked and obtained leave to 
have printed in the RECORD an editorial en
titled "Remit, Please," published in the Oil 
City (Pa.) Derrick, which appears in .the 
Appendix.) 

LIGHT IN DARKNESS-EDITORIAL FROM 
THE WASHINGTON (PA.) OBSERVER · 
[Mr. MARTIN asked and obtained leave 

to have printed in the RECORD an editorial 
entitl~d "Light in Darkness,'' published re
cently in the Washington (Pa.) Observer, 
which appears in the Appendix.] 

INDIVIDUALIZED WAR AGAINST RED 
LEADERS-ARTICLE BY ARNOLD PER
RETON 

[Mr. BRIDGES asked and obtained leave 
to have printed in the RECORD an article 
entitled "The Eventful Present: Individual
ized War Against Red Leaders,'' written by 
Arnold Perreton, and published in the Man
chester Union-Leader of January 27, 1951, 
which appears in the Appendix.] 

THIS WAY TO SUICIDE-EDITORIAL FROM 
LIFE MAGAZINE; 

[Mr. BRIDGES asked and obtained leave 
to have printed in the RECORD an editorial 
entitled "This Way to Suicide," published in 
Life magazine of January 22, 1951, which . 
appears in the. Appendix.] 

NbRWAY IS READY TO FIGHT-ARTICLE 
FROM THE UNITED STATES NEWS AND 
WORLD REPORT 
[Mr. BRIDGES asked and obtained leave 

to have printed in the RECORD an article 
entitled "Norway Is Ready To Fight,'' pub
lished in the United States News and World 
Report, which appears in the Appendix.) 

THREAT OF RUSSIAN AGGRESSION-
ARTICLE . FROM THE MANCHESTER 
UNION-LEADER 

(Mr. BRIDGES asked and obtained leave 
to have printed in the RECORD an article 
entitled "You Can'.t Play Games With Gang
sters,'' published in the Manchester (N. H.) 
Union-Leader of January 30, 1951, which 
appears in the Appendix.] 

CIVILIAN DEFENSE ACTIVITY IN MAN
CHESTER, N. H. 

[Mr. BRIDGES a~ked and obtained leave 
to have printed in the RECORD an account of 
a recent civilian defense activity in New 
Hampshire, which appears in the Appendix.] 

A 44-HOUR WORKWEEK-ARTICLE FROM 
THE CONCORD (N. H.) DAILY MONITOR 

[Mr. BRIDGES asked and obtained leave 
to have printed in the RECORD an article 
entitled "The Wrong Medicine," published in 
th,~ Concord (N. H.) Daily Monitor of Janu
ary 27, 1951, which appears in the Appendix.] 

AMERICAN HEART WEEK AND NEGRO 
HISTORY WEEK-VOICE OF AMERICA 
PROGRAM-PROCLAMATIONS OF GOV
ERNOR OF NEW YORK 

Mr. IVES. Mr. President, I ask unan
imous consent to have printed in the 
RECORD two proclamations by the Gover
nor of New York State, the first pro
claiming the week of February 11 to 18 as 
American Heart Week and Negro His
tory Week, and the second proclamation 
is to be included in the Voice of America 
program to the oppressed peoples of the 
world. · 

There being no objection, the procla
mations were ordered to be printed in 
the RECORD, as follows: 

PROCLAMATION 
The toll of death in our State and our 

country from diseases of the heart and blood 
vessels continues to rise in tragic ie.shion. 
This constitutes a major menace to the 
public health at any time and in any year. 
Right now, when we are in the throes of 
drastic mobilization for self-defense, the 
problem becomes more serious than ever. 

We have to realize that more people die 
of heart diseases than of the next five leading 
causes of death combined. We are faced 
with the ominous fact that cardiovascular 
diseases threaten to impair our national 
manpower reserve. 

The State of New York and its people have 
embarked upon an intensive program for 
coping with heart disease both by dint of the 
research being carried on in nine medical 
schools and by the research projects of the 
State Health Department for applying new 
knowledge to the treatment of heart disease. 
Last year New York State took the leadership 
by providing State funds for the establish
ment of a Chronic Disease Research Insti
tute at Buffalo, in cooperation with the 
Medical School of the University of Buffalo. 
Heart disease is one of the principal ele
ments being studied at this Institute. 
. We are also carrying on demonstrations 
in attempts to control rheumatic fever in 
children by the use of some of the new 
drugs and antibiotics. Rheumatic fever in 
children leads to serious heart disease among 
adults. We are making serious efforts to 
curb this ailment by controlling it at an 
early age. 

The efforts of the State in this direction 
have the invaluable help of private organi
zations, outstanding among which are the 
American Heart Association and its affili
ates. In order to call the attention of the 
public as dramatically as possible to the 
urgent needs of the 1951 Heart Fund, the 
Heart Associations will celebrate February 
11 to 18 as American Heart Week. ·This 
campaign deserves the utmost possible sup
port. 

Now, therefore, I, Thomas E. Dewey, Gov
ernor of the State of New York, do hereby 
proclaim the week of February 11 to 18, 1951, 
as American Heart Week in the State of New 
York and I call upon the schools, churches, 
scientific bodies, civic associations and other 
organizations, as well as the generous peo
ple of New York, to cooperate to the limit of 
their abilities. 

Given under my hand and the privy seal 
of the State at the capitol in the city of 
Albany this 31st day of January in the year 
of our Lord 1951. 

By the Governor: 

Attest: 
THOMAS E. DEWEY, 

JAMES C. HAGGERTY, 
Secretary to the Governor. 

PROCLAMATION 
I am happy to be able to say that today 

there is so much concrete evidence of out
standing progress in the position of Ameri
can Negroes in our State and our economy. 
I am particularly proud that much of this 
progress can be directly traced to the pas
sage of our law against discrimination in 
employment, in which the State of New 
York took the lead. 

We are now in tl ... e sixth year of the ad
ministration of that law which has ceased 
to be an experiment in social legislation and 
has become a real instrument for social 
progress as well as a model for seven other 
States. During the past 12 months we 
passed the second anniversary of the effective 
date of the New York State Fair Educational 
Practices Act, also a pioneer law in the 
United States. We passed another milestone 
i:ast year when the Austin-Wicks bill, pro
hibiting segregation and discrimination in 
both public and publicly subsidized private 
housing, went into effect. 

On June 5, 1950, the Supreme Court of 
'l;he United States outlawed the segregation 
of passengers on the basis of color in rail
road cars. This legal decision on a national 
level followed the success of the New York 
State Commission Against Discrimination in 
persuading the Pennsylvania Railroad to 
abandon the practice of segregating Negro 
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l>assengers on trains from New York City 
to points south. Furthermore, the prin
cipal railroads of the State of New York 
have announced that their employment 
policy no longer confines Negroes to menial 
occupations. The New York State Commis
sion Against Discrimination also announces 
that opportunities for Negroes have been 
considerably expanded in the white collar 
and clerical fields. 

We obtained another notable victory for 
freedom, equality and decency when the 

· American Bowling Congress voted to rescind 
that section of its constitution which re
stricted membership to members of the Ca
causian race. This followed the actton of 
Attorney General Goldstein when he filed 
legal proceedings against the American 
Bowling Congress in the State of New York. 
Many private agencies--Catholic, Protestant, 
and Jewish-added thei:a: voices to this effort. 
Legal and ·educational steps were also taken 
in Ohio, Illinois, and Wisconsin. · 

All this does not mean that prejudice and 
injustice towards Negro fellow citizens have 
come to an end. We still face the need of 
vast improvement. But the facts I have 
recited clearly indicate that we are on our 
way in this vital domain of human relations 
and the progress we have attained is worth 
recording. · 

Now, therefore, I, Thomas E. Dewey, Gover
nor of the State of New York, do hereby 
proclaim February 11 through February 18 
as Negro History Week in New York State 
and I call upon the people of the entire 
State, regardless of their color, to cooperate 
with Negro organizations and individuals 
in the observance of the spirit of this 
proclamation. 

Given under my hand and the privy seal 
of the State at the capitol in the city of 
Albany this 1st day of February in the year 
of our Lord 1951. 

By the Governor: 

Attest: 
THOMAS E. DEWEY. 

JAMES C. HAGERTY, 
Secretary to the Governor. 

SIXTH ANNIVERSARY OF THE YALTA 
AGREEMENT-STATEMENT BY SENA· 
TOR IVES 

Mr. IVES. Mr. President, yesterday 
marked the sixth anniversary of the 
Yalta agreement. In this connection I 
have prepared a statement, the text of 
which I ask to have incorporated in the 
RECORD at this point in my remarks. 

There being no objection, the state
ment of ·Mr. IVES was ordered to be 
printed in the RECORD, as follows: 

STATEMENT BY SENATOR IVES 

Yesterday, February 7, marked the sixth 
anniversary of a black and disgraceful page 
in the history of American foreign policy. 
On that day in 1945 was concluded at the 
Yalta Conference an agreement, to which 
our Nation was a party, and by which our 
national honor was betrayed and our Gov
ernment sold out our frien.ds and allies over 
many years for a mess of Soviet pottage. 

This agreement did not represent the will 
of the American people or the will of their 
representatives in Congress. It was never 
submitted to the Congress for approval. The 
Congress was not even consulted about it. 
It serves as an appalling example of what 
can occur when the Chief Executive usurps 
too much authority. · 

As victims of this betrayal, the people of 
Poland have suffered untold hardship ·and 
anguish. And yet, their freedom gone, per
secuted and tormented by the- merciless 
hordes of Soviet Russia, they still carry on 
undaunted, determined to be· free, Their 
heroic attitude provides a mighty inspira
tion to the remaining free nations of the 
world in this dark hour-when freedom every
where is in peril. 

The terrible plight of the Polish people 
also provides a constant tragic reminder 'of 
our Government's duplicity and irresponsi
bility. If our Nation ever had an obliga
~ion, it is our obligation to right the wrongs 
committed by our representatives at Yalta. 
We meet this obligation at the earliest pos
sible moment. 

In the meantime, with the knowledge that 
they have the deep sympathy of the Ameri
can people and that the American people 
strongly desire to r.ectify the wrongs thus 
perpetrated, the people of Poland should 
take renewed courage and acquire renewed 
faith that the day will come again when they 
will be independent and free. 

ROSH HASHANA, THE JEWISH NEW 
YEAR-EXCERPT FROM - ADDRESS BY 

. RABBI MAXWELL H. DUBIN 

Mr. IVES. Mr. President, because of 
its importance, I ask unanimous consent ~ 
to have printed in the body of the RECORD 
a condensed version of a talk delivered 
by Rabbi Maxwell H. Dubin, Wilshire 
Boulevard Temple, before the congrega
tion on Rosh Hashana-the Jewish New 
Year. This discussion, forwarded to me 
by Mr. Harry M. Warner, president of 
Warner Bros. pictures of New York, was 
given on September 12, 1950, and is a 
frank portrayal of the dangers of com
munism here and abroad. It should 
serve as a warning in our future relations 
with Soviet Russia. 

There being no objection, the address 
was ordered to be printed in the RECORD 
as follows: ' 
CONDENSED VERSION OF TALK DELIVERED BY 

RABBI MAXWELL H. DUBIN, WILSHIRE BOULE• 
VARD TEMPLE, BEFORE THE CONGREGATION ON 
ROSH HASHANA-THE JEWISH NEW YEAR 

Last night w~ ushered . in the New Year. 
In Jewish life this period is called the Yomin 
Neroim, the awesome days; the days when 
the fate of the individual, so Jewish tradition 
tells us, is determined by God-for the entire 
year. 

It seems to me that there is a Yomin 
Neroim atmosphere, an awesome days' at
mosphere for the entire civilized world today, 
b-.it the fate of all civilization lies in the bal
ance trembling, and mankind is awaiting the 
decision. 

Now, this is not the place and there is not 
time to detail all the mistakes that the 
democratic nations and peoples made during 
the past 5 years since the war ended. But 
I do want to consider with you one of them, 
because it is the crux of the problem. 

The first and the most fatal error that the 
democratic worl9 'made, was our absolute 
failure to understand the true meaning of 
communism and the real aims and ambitions 
of Soviet Russia. We were led to believe in 
America that communism was a forward
looking social movement, led by great ideal
ists who had a high code of social and inter
national morality. We were sold the idea that 
Soviet Russia was a civilized country, deter
mined to direct its international life in paths 
of peace and of progress. We were told that 
Soviet Russia had a government that would 
have respect for law and order, that would 
have respect for its international promises 
and commitments and would devote its best 
interests to the welfare of its own people 
and to the peoples of other lands. 

We Jews knew from the outset that all 
those statements and claims made by Soviet 
Russia were not true. We Jews knew the 
truth about the Communists and about so
viet Russia and we knew it through years of 
bitter experience and pain and blood and 
suffering and terrible horrors. We paid a. 
bitter price for that knowledge. We know 
that the Jews of Russia, the-millions of Jews 
who lived there when the revolution took 

place were the first ones to be liquidated by 
the Communists. ' They were sent to labor 
camps, they dug the canals, they were sent 
out to Siberia, and they died;by the hun
dreds of thousands-because the thing for 
which the Jew stood and stands--respect 
for human individuality-was not and is not 
wanted by Soviet Russia. 

We knew the truth, but no one listened to 
us. When the Jews, during the rise of the 
Nazis, told the world that the burning of 
those synagogues in Germany was only a 
prelude to that which eventually led to the 
b,ombing of Westminster Abbey and the oth;~r 
English churches, nobody listened to us. So 
no. one listened to the Jew when he warned 
the world against the aims and the ambi
tions of Soviet Russia. We warned the world 
even during the honeymoon period when 
Russia was working with us, not an ally
she never was an ally-we just happened to 
have had the same common enemy, that's 
all; we warned the world to be careful and 
to be "'ary, but no. We were just a voice 
crying in the wilderness. So Russia was 
treated by the nations of the world like a 
spoiled child that threatens to hold its breath 
if it does not get what it wants. We accepted 
her word, we had faith in her signature, faith 
in the agreements that were made. · And 
what was the result? We are facing it now. 
Russia violated every promise to the western 
world. She abused our trust, spread her 
power, seized lands, destroyed governments, 
developed fifth columns throughout the 
world and poisoned the mindi;; of millions of 
peoples against their native governments. 

Well, 5 years too late, Wl'l of America realize 
and the world, realizes the bitter mistake 
that was i:nade. We have to rid ourselves, 
to rid every aspect of our lives, social and 
political and industrial and economic, of the 
Communist infiltration. 

So we are at the brink of momentous days, 
you and I. The destiny of a world is ·in the 
scales and no one can tell of a certainty what 
is going to happen. 

Officially, we are not at war because Con
gress has not said there is a war. But, 
factually, there is a war L~t this moment. 
There is a war, Russian-inspired, Russian
led, Russian-equipped, in Korea. Right now 
on Rosh Hashana morning when I am talk
ing to you, qoys of this congregation-I 
know of two who are at this moment in battle 
with the marines in Korea-American boys 
are dying, newspapers are carrying casualty 
lists, homes are being broken, hearts of par
ents are being torn. Reserves are being 
called. 

We are at war; and that war is being waged 
on two fronts. I am not concerned so much 
about the war in Korea if it does not spread, 
and, please God, it may not spread. That 
does not worry me very much because I know 
that that front is going to be cleaned up be
fore long. But there is another front, the 
home front, and that front worries me. Be
cause on this home front war has been de
clared on us by Soviet Russia. And that has 
to concern us. And it has to concern every 
man, woman, and child in America. Be
cause you see, my friends, the whole char
acter of war has changed. Wars are no longer 
fought only on the battlefield; and wars are 
fought not only by men, and yes, even women 
in uniform. You and I who are not in uni
form, you and I today are just as much in 
the service as though we actually wore a 
uniform. Wars today are fought at home. 
Wars are fought in the laboratories, wars are 
fought in the factories. That is where Russia 
has declared war upon us. Her aim is to 
paralyze, her aim is to. sabotage, her aim is to 
slow down the work that we in America are 
trying to do in order to prepare ourselves for 
the ordeal. 

In the days ahead you and I have to be 
on guard, very much on guard, because at
tempts have been made and attempts will 
be made to befog the issue. Y~:m are going 
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to be asked to sign all .kinds of protests and 
.an kinds of proclamations. Be careful. 
Know what you are doing; · and if you do 
not know, ask. There arE) Government agen-
cies to enlighten you. · 

Remember that this terrible scourge that 
we call communism must be stopped wher
ever we are going to meet it. And in that 
connection we have a twofold duty, you and 
I. We have a duty to our country, to 
America, and we have a duty to our faith, 
to Judaism, and to our coreligionists as Jews, 
and to all faiths, whatever they may be. 

I ret urned recently from 3 months abroad. 
• You have heard Americans returning from 

abroad recite the trite, the very trite words, 
but nonetheless true words, that America is 
the best, the most fortunate land in the 
world. And it is. Both materially and 
spiritually, there is not another land in the 
.world as fortunate as America. The best 
proof of that is that people everywhere 
abroad, no matter where one goes, want to 
come to America. 

Everyone wants to come here, and few peo-· 
ple want to leave America. Your best proof 
of that is that whenever a Communist agent 
is ordered to be deported from America to 
Europe listen to the fuss that he makes 
about going back to his paradise of a home
land. He doesn't want to leave; he wants 
to remain here. 

Now, here in America labor is better pro
tected and better treated than anywhere else 
in the world, even in Socialist England. 
Labor enjoys more governmental benefits in 
America than it enjoys in Socialist England. 
That irks Russia, because Russia fa supposed 
to be the fatherland of the proletariat. 
Russia is supposed to be the land where the 
working people have everything-Russia, and 
not America. Therefore, Russia does not like 
us. For that reason every person who loves 
America, every person who makes a 11 ving 
here, every person who enjoys the way of 
life that is America, must protect it in the 
danger that now faces it. 

As for the Jews, let us not forget this, 
my friends: That wherever Communist Rus
sia has come to power, Jewish life has been 
destroyed. There is not a vestige 'of Jewish 
religious, economic, social, or cultural life 
left in Russia today, not a vestige. And 
even in Moscow the Yiddish daily, Heint, 
which was nothing but a Yiddish translation 
of Pravda, has been eliminated. Yiddish 
writers have been sent out t J Siberia. There 
is not a vestige of Jewish life in Russia 
today. And those few Jews who have been 
able to steal out from behind the iron cur
tain in Europe-from Rumania and Hun
gary and Czechoslovakia, and all the rest of 
the Balkan countries-they tell us that the 
last traces of Jewish life are being elimi
nated behind the iron curtain by the Com
munists. 

Now, remember this, should-God forbid
the horrible thing happen and communism 
spread its influence over this country, then 
I say to you that the American Jewish com
munity, which is today the largest, the most 
influential, the most powerful Jewish com
munity in the world, will go down and will 
be destroyed even as have been the Jewish 
communities of Europe. 

Therefore, for these reasons, we must be 
on guard. We must pledge ourselves to 
wipe out communism wherever and when
ever we find it, even if it means cutting deep 
into our own family and social circles. My 
friends, there was in Jewish life, particularly 
amongst the orthodox Jews in days gone by, 
a weapon that was used to control the com
munity. It is a weapon which, of cours.e, we 
of the liberal Jewish group do not have and 
never have had, but it was a weapon in 
Jewish life. It was a weapon that was so 
horrible that even those who watched its 
being inflict ed in the synagogue, were terror
stricken, -not to speak of t11e one who was 
subjected to that weapon. It was called the 

charem, excommunication. So we today 
must t ake a page out of the book of those 
old Jews and apply that same weapon, that 
same punishment today, the punishment of 
excommunication, of ostracism, of complete 
isolation from the community Of any Jew 
who has become infected with the Commu
nist virus. 

The fate of humanity is lying in the bal
ance and the slightest hair may tip those 
scales in one direction or another. It is ·a . 
f act, a fact that faces you, and you; and 
you, and me every moment of our existence 
today. 

So we pray for life this morning. We pray 
that God may inscribe us, and inscribe our 
dear ones, and inscribe the world in the 
Book of Life. But there can be no certainty 
of life, there can be no cer tainty of a future 
for any of us if this dread thing continues 
to go on. It will affect you, and you, and 
you; and every single member of your family 
and mine. So we pray to God this morning 
for life. We pray that this catastrophe may 
be averted, that untold millions of people 
m ay not be condemned to death through the 
horrors of another war. Grant us, then, 0 
God, Thy protection. Grant that this year 
that v;e have u shered in, may be for us and 
for all humanit y, a year of life and not of 
death, a year of peace and not of war, a year 
of happiness and not of misery. Amen. 

TAXATION AND REDUCTION OF E...~PENDI-
TURES-EDITORIAL FRQM T':l:E RICH
MOND NEWS-LEADER AND STATEMENT 
BY SENATOR BYRD 

Mr. BYRD. I ask unanimous consent 
to have printed in the body of the REC
ORD an editorial from the Richmond 
News-Leader of February 6; 1951, the 
title of which is "$10,000,000,000 cart, 
$71,000,000,000 horse." 

I believe this editorial very graphically 
presents the situation with respect to in
creasing taxes before reducing nonde
f ense expenditure.:; .' 

To follow ·this editorial, I ask that a 
statement made by me on February 4 

· likewise be printed in the body of the 
RECORD. 

There being no objection, the editorial 
and statement were ordered to be printed 
in the RECORD, as follows: 

[From the Richmond News-Leader of 
February 6, 1951] 

T EN BILLION DOLLAR CART, $71,000,000,000 
. HORSE 

Mr. Truman's $10,000,000,000 tax program, 
as it was outlined yesterday to the House 
Ways and Means Committee, leaves a great 
deal to be desired. Clearly, the President 
has in mind a plan to tax first and spend 
later; Congress would do better, in our view, 
to wait awhile before putting so monstrous 
a cart before so intangible a horse. Not 
until the recommended budget has been 
stripped of at least $7,000,000,000 in nonessen
tial spending should the Congress give its 
approval to new tax legislation. ·The world 
will not come to an end if we wait to look 
at the menu before paying our check. 

Once the budget has been boiled down 
by committee action to a more realistic fig
ure, the question of a tax increase can be 
considered. When that time comes, the first 
aim should be to close loopholes in existing 
tax law-in short, to abolish the outrageous 
privileges of oil and mining interests, to bring 
tax-exempt cooperatives into the fold, to 
tighten up rigorously on others who are get
ting a relatively free ride. Secondly, the 
necessary tax increases should be designed 
to obtain some direct revenue from millions 
of persons in low and moderate income brack
ets who now escape direct Federal _taxation 
almost altogether. A $100 reduction in the 
fnclividual exemptions under income tax law 

would enroll 5,000,000 new _taxpayers who 
would contribute an estimated $240,000,000 
without overwhelming personal hardship. 
Finally, other necessary tax increases should 
be spread as equitably, as possible over the 
entire economy. A Federal sales tax seems 
to us the best answer to the problem. 

This newspaper has insisted steadfastly, 
since the Korean War began, that the Na
tion's ta:lfes must be increased so that we 
can pay as We go, to the very limit Of our 
endurance, for the preparedness effort. The 
sacrifices demanded by high taxes are infi
nitely preferable to the prospect of currency 
collapse and national bankruptcy. But per
sonal taxes already have been hiked by 11 
percent; corporation taxes have beeii in
creased sharply, and an excess profits tax 
law has been reestablished. There are some 
indications that these amendments in tax 
law will produce substantially higher revenue 
than the Treasury had predicted. At any 
rate, the Government's need for immediate 
cash is not as urgent as it was 4 months ago. 

It follows that this is a time for taking 
stock. One mistake was made in December 
in the enactment of an excess profits tax 
which will cause endless difficulty in admin
istration; if further mistakes can be avoided, 
let us avoid them now. For our own part, 
we raise no special objections to the pro
posed across-the-board increase of four per
centage points in individual income taxation, 
.but the rec0mmended boosts in excise taxes 
seem excessive. A tax of 20 percent on 
automobiles and 25 percent on household 
appliances should be considered carefully. 
The requested increases in whiskey, beer and 
cigarette taxes may prove more than these 
·golden geese can survive, but the point 
.is one for tax experts to decide; as luxury 
commodities, these items assuredly should 
be taxed right to the point of diminishing 
returns. Again, it seems to us that a sweep
ing Federal sales tax would prove fairer and 
more desirable than heavy increases in 
selected fields. 

But we do not wish to leave any impres
sion of opposition to higher taxes in general. 
With the best will in the world, Congress can
not cut the swollen Federal budget to a point 
where present revenue laws will cover the in
flated costs of national defense. Mr. Tru
man has requested Congress to levy ta.xes 
"'tll it hurts." Added taxes will hurt, -and 
we can only pray that the confiscation of 
more than a quarter of national income for 
the expenses of government will not cause ir
reparable damage to the economy. Sooner or 
later, as a new tax bill is drawn up, the time 
will come for separating the men from the 
boys. And if that day brings an additional 
tax of 15 cents on every 10 gallons of gaso
line, or 30 cents more on a carton of ciga-

. rettes, or 60 cents more on a fifth of whisky, 
let us grouch and grumble · and howl to our 
heart's content-but let us pay it in the grim 
realization that far worse sacrifices could be 
demanded of us all. 

STATEMENT BY SENATOR HARRY F. BYRD 
RELEASED ON FEBRUARY 4, 1951 

To pass a quickie tax bill of $10,000,000,000 
to be followed by another, as requested by 
the President, would be a most unwise 
procedure. 

Two so-called quickie tax bills have al
ready been enacted in the past several 
months. The Treasury estimates that the 
tax take will be increased from $37,000,000,-
000 in fiscal year 1950 to $55,000,000,000 in 
fiscal year 1952, even if no further tax in
creases are enacted. 

We have taken off the fat. Further huge 
tax increases will dig deeply into ~he lean 
meat and possibly into the very bone struc
ture of our economy unless they are eased 
by elimination of nonessential expenditures. 

General Eisenhower has warned that our 
war-a:ert status may lust 20 or 30 years. We 
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must husband our financial strength and 
tighten our belts for the long struggle ahead. 

The country is entitled to a firm financial 
program from the administration instead of 
piece-meal quickies. Our financial pre
paredness cannot be attained by piece-meal 
implementation such as the President pro
poses. 

It is essential to pay as we go, but the 
people of the United States will not accept 
huge tax increases in good spirit unless they 
are accompanied by: 

1. The closing of all loop holes in existing 
tax laws; 

2. Improved tax assessment and collec
tion system to prevent tax evasion; and 

3. Elimination of every dollar of nonessen
tial spending. 

ECONOMIES UNDER THE HOOVER RECOM
MENDATIONS-CORRESPONDENCE BE
TWEEN SENATOR LODGE AND HON, 
HERBERT HOOVER 

Mr. LODGE. Mr. President, as Senate 
author of the Lodge-Brown Act which 
created the Hoover Commission, I re
cently wrote to f orP.'ler President Hoover 
asking him to state the economies which 
could be effected by carrying out the re
maining recommendations of the Hoover 
Report. Mr. Hoover estimates that total 
savings of over $5,000,000,000 could be 
achieved. I believe this estimate is, if 
anything, conservative, and I hope that 
the members of the Appropriations Com
mittee in particular will read this corre
spondence and put into effect all of the 
true economies which it recommends. I 
ask unanimous consent that my letter 
and Mr. Hoover's response be printed in 
the body of the RECORD. . 

There being no objection, the corre
spondence was ordered to be printed in 
the RECORD, as follows: 

JANUARY 8, 1951. . 
Hon. HERBERT HOOVER, 

The Waldorf Towers, Waldorf-Astoria 
Hotel, Park Avenue, New York, N. Y. 

DEAR MR. PRESIDENT: This inquiry is ad
dressed to you as the former Chairman of 
the Commission on Organization of the 
Executive Branch of the Government. 

We shall soon be asked to raise additional 
taxes to finance the expanse of our defense 
efforts. This will focus, more than ever be
fore, public attention on · the need for eco
nomic and effective Government. I therefore 
ask you: 

1. How much of your Commission's recom
mended changes, innovations, and reorgani
zations remain yet to be accomplished? 

2. What is your estimate of the dollar sav
ings to be expected it these remaining recom
mendations are carried out? 

As Senate author of the act establishing 
the Commission, I have a continuing interest 
in this whole subject and wish to do all I 
can to promote its reports. May I have your 
permission to use your reply in connection 
with my efforts on behalf of this objective? 

With kind personal regards, 
Very sincerely yours, 

HENRY CABOT LODGE, Jr., 
United States Senator. 

NEW YORK, N. Y., January 26, 1951. 
The Honorable HENRY CABOT LODGE, JR .• 

United States Senate, 
Washington, D. C. 

MY DEAR SENATOR LODGE: I have your letter 
of January 8. Your continued interest in 
the Commission, created under the Lodge
Brown Act, is most gratifying. 

The opening sessions of the Eighty-second 
Congress offer an opportune time to con
sider again the proposals of the Commission 
on Organization of the ·Executive Branch of 
the Government. International circum-

stances now require that this program to 
achieve efficiency and economies in the Fed
eral Government be brought to fulfillment. 

Much has already been achieved· in the 
"field of Government reform. The Eighty
first Congress approved 20 public laws and 
26 reorganization plans, embodying recom
mendations of the Commission. These, to
gether with administrative actions taken 
within the executive branch, mean that 
nearly 50 percent of the Commission's rec
ommendations have been authorized. The 
attached Report to the American People, pre
p ared by the Citizens Committee for Reor
ganization o! the Executive Branch of the 
Government, details these reforms. 

Savings from those reforms already au
thorized should eventually approach $2,000,
o:m,ooo annually, according to estimates o! 
the Commission's task forces. Those recom
mendations not yet adopted should provide 
additional savings of similar proportions. 
These savings estimates were based upon a 
$40,000,000,000 budget. A budget of $70,-
000,000,000 could well increase certain items 
in these estimated savings pro rata. Al
though it is difficult to est imate such in
creases without complete reEearch, it would 
not be unreasonable to hope that full enact
ment and faithful execution of the recom
mendations could bring tot al savings of over 
¢5,000,000,000 to the Nation's taxpayers. It 
must be realized, however, that such vast 
changes take time. 

The full savings and efilciencies from the 
work of the Commission can be accom
plished. However, there must be acceptance 
of three fundamental responsibilities: 

First, the responsibility of Congress: The 
report of the Commission on Organization 
was a complete plan for the orderly organi
zation of Government. Even those portions 
Of the plan now in effect will not yield the 
m aximum benefits as long as some other 
int egral parts are missing. Remaining rec
ommendations, applying to both specific and 
general aspects of the Government, require 
enactment by the Congress. 

Second. The responsibility of the executive 
branch. Savings do not automatically fol
low passage of a law. Savings follow only 
upon skillful and vigorous application of re
forms. Federal officials and employees must 
(a) demonstrate a desire to install the re
forms and save the money, and (b) demon
strate skill and talent in applying those re
forms. In the final instance, of course, the 
degree of Federal efilciency and economy is 
dependent upon the officials and employees 
of the executive branch. 

Third. The responsibility of . the citizens. 
Active citizen interest and demand for better 
Government must continue. Public momen
tum behind Federal reform ls the key to ac
tion. Constant citizen attention must be 
focused on the problems of Federal manage
ment. It must be expressed through an 
ever-vigilant Congress. Otherwise, the value 
of the reforms will atrophy. 

Administrative economies may seem small 
by contrast with necessary huge increases in 
Federal expenditures for defense. Actually, 
the potential economies suggested by the 
Commission reside only partly in the realm 
of measurable dollars and cents. Over the 
long run, better administrators, working with 
u p-to-date methods within a sound organi
zational structure, are found to do a more 
efficient, and hence a more economical, job. 

This points up the necessity for prompt 
action on the Commission's remaining recom
mendations. Among these first priority 
must be given to proposals for better per
son nel management. The need for attract
ing and holding capable administrative. 
Ecientific, and specialized personnel has been 
greatly accentuated by the emergency. As 
the Commission said: "High caliber execu
tives can eliminate cumbersome and waste
ful forms of management." No matter how 
good a watch is, someone must wind it. 

Among the other vitL.l reforms ahead are 
these: (1) Consolidation of present over
lapping, duplicative, and waste:(ul Federal 
acj;ivities in water resources development and 
·ot her public works, and the provision of ade
quat e review and supervision for all proj-
ects; (2) reorganization of the Veterans' Ad
ministration in order to provide more ef
fective and economical service to our in
creasing numbers of veterans, particularly 
with respect to life insurance; (3) centrali
zation of policy determinations and of super
vision for the expanding Federal medical pro
grams in order to permit full utilization of 
our limited facilities, both private and pub
lic, and, at the same time, to conserve our 
precious and limited supply of medical man
power; ( 4) a top-to-bott om overhauling of 
the United States Department of Agricultu re 
and the transfer to it of control over t he 
public domain; ( 5) completion of th e stream
lining of the Post Office Department and rip
ping out all vestiges of politics ; (6) a com-

.plete review and reform of the abuses and 
malorganization which the Commi::sion 
found in many Federal business enterprises. 

Item 6 above offers a particularly fruit
ful field for congressional act ivity, as the 
Reconstruction Finance Corporation review 
of the Subcommittee of the Senate Commit
tee on Banking and Currency so clearly 
demonstrates. 

Adoption of these remainiug Commision 
recommendations will alleviate, to consider
able extent, the increasing burden fallin g on 
the taxpayers. Your appreciation of this 
fact and your foresight in establishing the 
Commission is commendable. 

You are at liberty to make such use 
of this letter as you choose. 

Yours faithfully, 
HERBERT HOOVER. 

THE MANAGEMENT OF THE PUBLIC DEBT 

Mr. ROBERTSON. Mr. President, I 
ask unanimous consent to proceed for 
2 minutes to make a statement concern
ing the critical situation which has 
arisen over the management of th: pub
lic debt. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Is there ob
jection? The Chair hears none, and the 
Senator from Virginia may proceed. 

Mr. ROBERTSON. Mr. President,· 
during my 6 years of service in the Vir
ginia State Senate I was a member of 
the finance committee which handled 
both taxes ~nd appropriations. Having 
through that service become familiar 
with the financing of the State gove1:n
ment, I was happy to be privileged to 
serve for 10 years on the Ways and 
Means Committee of the National House 
of Representatives and to participate in 
the framing of 12 tax bills, including the 
financing of World War II. For the past 
3 years I have served on the Senate 
Banking and Currency Committee as 
chairman of the Subcommittee on the 
Federal Reserve System with jurisdic
tion over the problems of banking and 
credit. My 24 years' study of fiscal mat
ters have at least given me a keen ap
preciation of what is involved in our 
present unprecedented inflation, al
though I confess that a lifetime of study 
of either taxes or banking and currency 
would be. insufficient to give any man 
expert knowledge of all the intricate de
tails of either. 

Knowing how deeply concerned I was 
over the present disagreement between 
the Treasury Department and the Fed
eral Reserve Board over the plan an
nounced in New York on January 13 by 
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the distinguished Secretary of the Treal)

, Jt.!l-1..<?!_~~~ ~anagel_!lent o~ the public 
debt, the clia11'Ilmn m.-t~§e~g.te. ;e.fil!..~:. 
ing and · Currency Committee, the Sena
tor from South Carolina [Mr. MAYBANK]. 
requested me last Monday to make an in
vestigation of the matter and report to 
him whether or not I thought a public 
hearing on the issue involved by my sub
committee or by the full committee 
would serve a ·useful purpose. 

On the following day, after conferring · 
with officials of both agencies, I an
nounced to the press that, while the 
problems confronting both the Treasury 
in the management of the public debt 
and of the Federal Reserve Board in the 
management of curr'ency and credit as 
a brake upon inflation were bigger and 
more difficult than ever in our history, I 
felt that full and frank conferences be
tween the officials of the two ageneies, 
with the public welfare as the north 
star of any agreement being discussed, 
could result in an area of agreement and, 
if so, such a means of settlement was 
much to be preferred to a public hear
ing. I have never stated, as reported in 
at least one newspaper, that the issue 
is a dead one and that I had washed my 
hands of it. 

On yesterday the Senator from South 
Carolina and I interviewed at length the 
Chairman of the Federal Reserve Board 
and the chairman of the Executive 
Commit tee of the Open Market Commit
tee of the Board and found ti.em willing 
to enter .into negotiations with the Sec
retary of the Treasury along the lines 
we suggested. The Senator from South 
Carolina and I urged immediate action 
since the issue was so vital to the Nation, 
and since all· members of the Open Mar
ket Committee were in the city. The re
sult of that conference was communi
cated to the . Secretary of the Treasury, 
who this morning invited the Chairman 
·of the Federal Reserve Board to confer 
with him as a· preliminary, I assume, to 
the type of conference suggested by the 
Senator from South Carolina and my
self. Since the confidence of the public 
in the value· of Government securities, 
without which there can be no success
ful management of the publie debt, is 
involved, I hope that partisans of a high
interest rate and partisans of a low
interest rate, concerning which at the 
moment there is no categorical ·answer, 
will be restrained in their comments un
til we know whether or not a policy 
geared to the general welfare can be 
agreed upon by the two ·agencies in 
question. 

During my service in the Congress l 
have found Mr. Richard L. Strout, of 
the Christian Science Monitor, to be one 
of the clearest and most accurate re
porters on fiscal affairs: His article, pub.;. 
lished in the Christian Science Monitor 
of ·February 6, entitled "-Reserve Board
Treasury Row Breaks Out Into Open,'' 
is a clear and accurate description of the 
issue involved, expressed · in terms that 
a layman can understand, and I ask 
unanimous consent that the article be 
published in the ·RECORD at this point~ 

There being no objection, the article 
was ordered to be printed in the RECORD, 
as follows: 
~E'R~ ·B'OA&o-TiifisuH - n6\i/ BR~Ais' C5Uf 

• INTO OPEN 
(By Richard L. Strout) . 

WAsHINGTON.-A first-rate row has broken 
out between the ·Treasury and the Federal 
Reserve Board. 

It involves the conflicting personalities of 
stubborn Missourian Harry S. · Truman and 
crusty multimillionaire · Marriner S. Ec-::les, 
Mormon bank0r. 

It involves the pocketbook of nearly every 
American. · · 

The majority faction on the Reserve Board 
charges, in effect, that the administrat' .a is 
doing a job of controlling inflation at the 
grocery store but at the same ·time is pump
ing out inflation for all it is worth at the cor
ner bank. · 

To which .quiet-voiced ex-small-town 
banker John Snyder, ·secretary of the Treas
ury, retorts in effect: "taint so!" 

Mr. Truman is listening to his old friend 
and close intimate, J.\1:r. Snyder. 

MAJORITY SEE SNYDER WRONG 
As contrasted to Mr. Snyd,er, most Federal 

Reserve officials, the great majority . of ~h'3 
bankers, and pretty nearly all economists 
say the Treasury Department and Mr .. Tru
m an are wrong. 

This is no mere academi'! squabble. 
It is true that it is extremely complicated. 

There is not a man i"l a thousand who can 
understand the ramifications of the credit
finance system and how bank loans and in
terest rates are turned into credit. 

But there are two things to say: first, com
plex or not, the issue could hardly be more 
important because in the final analysis it in
volves the success or failure of Government 
efforts to ·lick inflation. 

S3cond, although the windings of the 
banking credit system are intricate as a city's · 
gas mains, the important thing to the aver
age citizen is not the winding but whether 
when he strikes a match he gets gas. 

In the same way it is the pragmatic effect 
of the complex system that is important 
rather than expert und~rstand:.ng of details. 

Inflation is caused by a scarcity of goods 
in comparison to a plentiful supply of money 
and ~redit which bid up prices. ' 

The Eccles school in the Reserve System 
charge that under presidential and Treasury 
Department pressure they are forc~d to sup
port an "easy money" credit policy with low 
interest rates. 

THE SNYDER ARGUMENT 
Secretary Snyder likes low interest rates. 

The reason is natural .. The United States is 
enormously in. debt. If -interest rates are low 
he does not have to pay so much on the debt. 
Interest payments are now $5,800,000,000 
every year. Long term interest rates are 
about 2¥2 percent. Raise that interest rate 
as much as one-half Of 1 percent, says Mr. 
Snyder, and presto, the Government's inter
est payment jumps $1,500,000,000. 

This has to be added to the taxpayers' tax 
bill, Mr. Snyder points out. 

On the face of it, it is an open and shut 
case. - Low interest rates seem good for the 
taxpayer. 

But now comes the other side of the argu· 
ment. 

Low interest .rates for Government borrow
ing mean low interest rates for evel'ybody 
else. Stripped of details the argument goes 
that low interest rates encourage -specula
tion, business activity;, inflation, just. when 
the accent should be on belt-tightening and 
austerity. . · 

Says the ·Eccles. school the taxpayer stands 
to - lose infinitely more by an easy-money 
policy that sees the basic value of the dollai" 

depreciated by inflation, than by the bard
credit policy (higher interest rates) even 
thou gh the latter .boosts the cost of carrying 
the Federal debt. 

·rmtsoR'lt Ftw · lNVoLvEn - .41, 
A bitter personal feud h~·g:ci' entangled 

in one of the great financial controversies of 
the day. 

Until a few years ago Mr. Eccles was Chair
man of the Federal Reserve Board, His 
caustic independent comment and differ
ences with Mr. Snyder got under President 
Truman's skin. When Mr. Eccles' term ex
pired Mr. Truman politely reappointed him 
as a member of the Board but replaced him 
with good-natured friendly Thomas B. Mc
Cabe as the new Chairman. Mr. Eccles was 
demoted. Many thought the wealthy Mor
mon bachelor would resign from the Board. 
He stayed on, quietly seething. He is a 
tough fighter. 

The interesting thing is that Philadelphia 
Banker McCabe seems to have come over 
to the Eccles viewpoint on the basic oppo
sition to the Treasury's easy-money policy~ 

The· big row burst into the open this week 
when the showdown came. 

Mr. Truman called to the White .House for 
a peace meeting the entire Board membership 
and heads of the 'five Federal Reserve big 
city banks. · · 

Following the meeting, quick statements 
by Mr. Truman and the· Treasury announced 
the Board had pledged itself to the Treasury 
program. 

This looked like a complete capitulation. 
Then came the bombshell. 

TRUMAN VIEW CHALLENGED 
. On his own authority, and specifically stat

ing that he was acting without consultation 
with other Board members, Mr. Eccles re
leased the official minutes of the meeting 
prepared by Gov. R. i.d. Evans and approved 
by the Board. 

These showed that the Truman-Snyder in
terpretation was incorrect or at any rate 
overstated the case. On the basic dispute 
the Reserve Bbard members 'had har~ly ex
pressed any opinion at all to. Mr. Truman. 
The critical· issue of interest rates had hardly 
been raised. · 

Internal evidence indicates that Mr. Tru
man took silence for consent at the meet
ing. HlS statement appears to have been 
issued in good faith. A bitter schism has 
appeared in the Reserve Board. Members 
ask why Chairman McCabe didn't act as 
their spokesman and present the issue. 
When Mr. Truman left the conference heap
parently' thought he had full agreement. 

The seven board members and five bankers 
took a vote afterward on a motion to sus
pend independent action and go along with 
Mr. Snyder and the Treasury on interest 
rates. It was defeated 8 to 4. Here was the 
vote. 

For the motion: Board Governors Varda;. 
man, Powell, Norton & Evans. Against: Board 
Chairman M'cCabe, governors Eccles, Szym
czak, bankers Sproul, Youn·g, Peyton, Gil'.. 
bert & Erickson. 

In such . bitter division the crucial in
flation issue now stands. 

THE MEAT SITUATION-STATEMENT BY 
SENATOR BUTLER OF NEBRAS~A 

Mr. BUTLER of Nebraska. Mr. Presi
dent, it has been my intention to obtain 
the floor today, if possible, to make a 
statement in regard to · the meat situa
tion. However, in view· of the fact tha.t 
I understand that' tn.e ·program for to. 
day is to be a very busy one,. and in view 
of the fact· that I have to attend a coni
mi.ttee -meeting· at 2 o'clock, I ask unani
mous ·consent to · have the statement 



1112 CONGRESSIONAL RECORD--SENATE FEBRUARY 8 
which I. intended to make printed at this 
point in the RECORD. 

There being no objection, Mr. BtrTLER's 
statement was ordered to be printed in 
the RE co RD, as follows: 

DoN'T HAMPER THE MEAT PRODUCER 

(Statement by Senator H. BUTLER) 

During the last few weeks, the · livestock 
producer and the meat industry generally 
seem to have been selected and singled out 
as the principal object of the efforts of the 
Office of Price Stabilization in its program 
of controlling the cost of living. Almost 
every edition of any daily newspaper carries 
stories about new orders or rumors of orders 
to control the production of meat. Meat 
prices were, supposedly at least, frozen along 
with the general freeze of all prices issued 
a few days ago. In addition, we are told 
that slaughterers are to be placed under a 
special licensing system, and are to be re
quired to make special reports. There is talk 
of meat rationing, and there are rumors of 
subsidies as an instrument of price control. 
In fact, there are rumors of almost every 
conceivable price-control technique on meat 
and livestock. 

Evidently, there is a sort of crusade under
way a~ainst the farmer and the livest?ck 
producer. Apparently, he is to be the obJect 
of all the experiments trat may come to the 
minds of those administering ·price control. 
Furthermore, it is apparent that he has been 
selected as the goat of the whole inflation 
problem. The story has been presented to 
the public that meat prices must be con
trolled first and most thoroughly, if other 
items in the cost of living are to be con
trolled. 

This general campaign agaiLst the farmer 
has gone to such lengths that I believe it is 
time for some of us from farming areas to 
speak out. If there has been any inflation 
to date, the farmer ls not the cause of it. 
Industrial prices and wages have reached new 
record heights. Farm prices have not yet 
even recovered from the price collapse of the 
last few years. Farm prices are still well 
below the level of 3 years ago. In fact, prices 
of many farm products are still well below 
parity. 

I realize, of course, that there are those 
in the administration who would like to 
place ceilings on farm products at levels 
below rarity. Parity prices for farmers are 
a favorite target for some big-city news
papers. During the last few months, the 
volume of criticism of some of the daily 
newspapers ha.,; increased steadily in volume 
against Congress-for refusing to permit 
ceilings below parity. 

It is certainly true that Congress insisted 
that no ceilings be placed on farm products 
below rarity. Congress put that provision 
in ·the law, and I hope and believe that 
Congress will keep it in. I, for one, would 
never vote to take it out. If we are to have 
a system of price controls, the farmer is 
certainly entitled to a fair price under such 
controls-and that's what parity is. 

Returning now to these various proposals 
to control livestock and meat, just why are 
any controls necessary on livestock or live
stock products? 

I can understand the absolute necessity 
for placing price controls on those products 
of which there is an actual physical shortage 
because they are being used directly for re
armament. The shortage of these items 
would create r:uch a scramble among con
sumers that their prices would certainly go 
sky high if there were no controls. There is 
no shortage of meat, however, and the 
men of the armed services do not eat any 
more meat than they did at home, or at 
least not enough to make any difference. 

I can also understand why it may be neces-
1ary to control the prices of many manu
factured items during an extreme sellers' 
market, such as we have now. Industrial 

· ptices ate generally set by the 1tlClU8trial 
mms &elling tne goods. The purcnalH!r na~ 
no choice except to pay whatever 9rrne is 
asked or do without. That ts not the situ
ation that the farmer faces in the sale of hi& 
products. He has no way of setting his own 
price on the products he sells. The price 
for his produce is set by the buyer, or at an 
auction, or perhaps by the fluctations of an 
open market. It is, so to speak, always a 
buyers' market for farm products. 

There is no way that the farmer can ex
ploit his customers, even if he wanted to. 
He has virtually no control over the price 
of what he sells. 

In short, we are now speaking of putting 
a ceiling on an ibll'. which is in plentiful 
supply and which is sold in an open, un
controlled market where buyers freely pur
chase whatever quantities they want at prices 
they agree upon. If prices have gone up, it 
is because buyers have bid them up. 

I suggest that if meat and cattle prices 
have gone up too much, it is not the fault 
of the livestock producer. It is because of 
inflationary governm€ntal policies, and par
ticularly because of wrong Federal financial · 
policies. Pr '~ces are being pushed up because 
the Federal Government is spending more 
than it takes in, and that is the only reason. 
We can correct it and prevent it if we choose 
by balancing the budget. 

Mr. President, I do not believe that it is 
in the interests of either producer or con
sumer to attempt to control the price of 
either meat or cattle at this time, and under 
present conditions. I believe that the at
tempt at control will defeat its own purpose. 
Furthermore, I believe our experience should 
teach us that it is ,-irtually impossible to 
exercise effective control over meat. 

As I mentioned before, there is no short
age of meat in this country-yet. There may 
be if the livestock industry must submit to 
price controls, but today our supplies of 
meat are practically at an all-time high. 
That supply can be increased still further if 
the meat industry is not hampered and dis
couraged by unrealistic control. Let me cite 
a. few of the basic facts about the meat 
supply. 

Last year, after making allowances for 
the quantity of meat required by the armed 
services, there was still available 145 pounds 
of meat i:er capita for our entire population. 
That is not quite .. record supply per capita., 
but it is very close to it. This year, there 
will be even more--146 pounds per capita. 

That is more meat per person than was 
consumed in any year since 1947. It is sub
stantially more than in any prewar year. 
This supply of meat can be even further in
creased by a considerable amount. Produc
tion of meat has been rising for the last 3 
years. During that same period, feed sup
plies have been increasing ever faster. 
Production of feed over the past 3 years 
(including an allowance for normal quan
tities of wheat and rye for feed) has averaged 
nearly 155,000,000 tons. That is more feed 
than we have ever used in any year--even in 
our peak production year of 1944. 

We are starting into this defense produc
tion effort with an all-time record carry
over of feeds. The corn carry-over this year 
1s 860,000,000 bushels (25 percent of the 
normal crop). In addition, we are fortu
nate in that we are now on a rising trend 
of cattle numbers. During and following 
the OP A days, there was extensive slaughter 
of herds. Cattle numbers on farms dropped 
from a peak of 85,573,000 head down to a 
low point of 78,126,000. During the past few 
years, that figure has climbed up rapidly 
again. On the first of January 1950, there 
were 80,277,000 head, and it is expected that 
the figure for January 1, 1951, will be at 
least. 82,000,000. If there is no interference 
with this process, we may hope that cattle 
numbers will continue to rise rapidly, at 
least to 85,000,000, and perhaps even to 90,-
000,000 head. That will mean more breed-

rn.~ iitoc&, antt tmm mer~ ftlftliit gll tnft M9l 
withlrt ~ MffipO.l'ntlVt!l)' l!Mft t inie. Ai; I 
have Mre~dy J)<:lin't~tl -out, we will undoubt• 
edly have the feed to carry this increased 
number of cattle, and produce the additional 
meat we want. 

Under these circumstances, it is highly 
probable that meat production can be pushed 
well past the production level of 1944, which 
allowed 153 pounds of meat per person, aside 
from those in the armed services. I can 
understand that consumers would like to 
have their meat at a low price, but I believe 
they also want to secure the maximum quan
tity of meat. Unwise controls will cut down 
this production and cut into the meat sup
ply that consumers want. 

There is another problem which is pe
culiar to the meat industry. That is the 
virtual impossibility of really effective con
trols. Meat is produced on thousands of 
farms all over this country. Much of it is 
processed in a few packing plants, but it does 
not have to be. It does not·take very elabo
rate equipment to slaughter livestock and 
prepare the meat for consumption. Further. 
more, livestock can be and is sold not only 
at the large stockyards, but also at country 
markets, by private sales, and virtually at · 
every crossroads. The marketing channels 
are extremely fluid and can be readily 
changed. 

There are no precise grades or quality 
classifications that can be placed on live 
cattle. Each shipment of beef cattle com
mands its own price on its own merit s. 
Therefore, it is not possible to establish ef
fective ceilings by grade. ' 

Altogether the livestock industry is the 
one industry that is just impossible to con
trol effectively. There are too many different 
possible markets, too many individual dif
ferences in cattle, too many ways to get 
around the control machinery. 

We have learned from our experience dur
ing World War II that a simple price ceil
ing is not enough to do the job. Price 
ceilings create shortages and the apparent 
need for rationing. If any real attempt is 
made to enforce price ceilings, I predict that 
we will have meat rationing within 3 months. 
If we do, that is when the black marketeers 
will really come into their own. I have 
heard rumors that there are packing houses 
now closed down, which are getting ready 
to reopen as soon as rationing is restored and 
black market opportunities arise. During 
World War II, the black marketeers were 
amateurs at the game, but now they have 
learned all the tricks. I am afraid they will 
do a professional job of diverting the meat 
from the legitimate channels and into the 
black market. 

Altogether the job of administering such 
a complex system of controls would tax the 
ingenuity of the most competent, honest, 
and nonpartisan administrative organiza
tion. Unfortunately, it does not seem likely 
that we shall have such an organization to 
administer this system. The administra
tion has already given clear evidence that 
price-control machinery is to be handled on 
a strictly political basis. The Office of Price 
Stabilization is being loaded up with po
litical appointees and "lame ducks" of every 
description. In State after State, the bett er 
positions are being parceled out to those ac

. ceptable to the Democratic organization. 
Thus these high-salaried positions are being 
reserved to a select clique, but more impor
tant, those holding the top enforcement jobs 
will be in position to use their authority for 
the benefit of the party. It is safe to assume 
that if any black marketeers who are not 
on friendly terms with this administration 
are caught, they will be prosecuted. 
Whether party stalwarts who break the reg
ulations will receive the same treatment, re
mains to be seen. 

Mr. President, altogether the difficulties 
in a program of this sort are tremendous, 
while the advantages are questionable. To 
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my min d , the whole attempt is virtually a 
confession that we have failed to develop 
sound policies to finance this rearmament 
effort. Why should price controls and ra
tioning be necessary if there is no shortage? 
Why, at the very time when we want and 
need more meat, should we take an action 
which will necessarily hinder the production 
of mea t? The livestock men of this country 
can produce all the meat we can possibly 
require, and at a fair price. If given a 
chance, they will do so. in response to the 
normal play of the forces of supply and 
demand. They can and will expand live
stock numbers and increase meat produc
tion very sharply within a year or two, now 
that they know there is a market for it. We 
are foolish if we do not let them do so. 

· Instead, the Office of Price Stabilization 
appears intent on holding down meat pro
duction, thereby creating an artificial short
age, and then rationing the shortage. 

In this emergency, Mr. President, I sug
gest that much of our thinking is in the · 
wrong direction. Instead of restriction, we 

. need expansion. Instead of cutting down on 
necessities, we need more production to pro
duce those necessities and to meet the de
mands of rearmament. 

To take the other course is to take the 
p jtth that Socialist England has taken. 
England put price controls and rationing on 
early in World War II and has never reached 
the point where she can take them off. The 
price of meat is controlled, but there is no 
meat. The individual ration for meat has 
been cut-again and again. It is now less 
than one-half what was allowed during 
World war II. Today in Englanq, the indi
vidual ration for meat is so small _ that it 
provides each consumer abou~ one square 
meal per week. Tl)at is the course, I am 
afraid, down which we are being led. I do 
not worry so much about temporary hard
ships and temporary controls. I am more 
afraid that these temporary emergencies will 
be used to fasten a control system on us per
manently. · That is my real fear, and that is 
why I am protesting today. 

Mr. President, price ceilings and rationing 
will never solve the problem of supplying 
meat . to our people, but production will. I 
urge most strongly that the Office of Price 
Stabilization, in its consideration of any pro
posed regulations and controls, will adhere 
to that fundamental principle. 

PRICES RECEIVED BY FARMERS FOR 
EGGS 

Mr. LANGER. Mr. President, I send· 
to the desk and ask to have printed in 
the RECORD a list which appeared in the 
Renville County Farmer, a very fine 
newspaper published in Renville County, 
N. Dak., showing that the price of eggs 
on February 1 to the farmer was 25 cents 
a dozen. 

There being no objection, the list was· 
ordered to be printed in the RECORD, as 
follows: 

Tuesday's market 

B-.1tterfat No . . 1 (sour)--------------- $0. 69 
Butterfat No. 1 (sweet)-------------- • 71 
Wholesale putter____________________ ., 71 
Wheat------------------------------ 2.16 
FlaX-------------------------------- 4.35 
Oats-------------------------------- .·75 
Rye •• ------------------------------- 1.46 Choice A durum____________________ . 2. 00 
Red durum------------------------- 1. 91 
Eggs, dozen------------------------- .25 

COMPLAINT BY DEFIANCE SPARK PLUG 
CQRP. CHARGING MONO~O~Y 

Mr. LANGER. Mr. President,, I ask 
unanimous consent to· be allowed to ad-. 
dress the Senate for 2 minutes in con
nection with a letter which I wish to 
read. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Is there ob
jection? The Chair hears none, and the 
Senator from North Dakota may proceed. 

Mr. LANGER. Mr. President, the let
ter is dated January 25, 1951. It relates 
to Federal Trade Commission Docket No. 
3977. 

Mr. President, I desire to call the at
tention of the distinguished junior Sen
ator from Arizona [Mr. McFARLAND], the 
Democratic leader, to this letter. I do 
not know the writer of the letter, al
though I have had some correspondence 
with him since I received the letter, but 
what he states in his letter is in direct 
contrast to everything the Democratic 
Party promised the people at the last 
election. 

· I now read the letter: .. 
DEAR SENATOR LANGER: May 4, 1937, we filed 

complaint with the Federal Trade Commis
sion against Champion Spark Plug Co. charg
ing monopoly. 

Final hearing was held December 4, 1950, 
in Washington. 

· Thirteen years is a long waiting period. 
The Big Three-Champion Spark Plug Co., 
AC Spark Plug Co., and Electric Auto-Lite 
Co.-have 90 percent of the spark-plug busi- -
ness in the country, whil~ some 40 small 
mt~nufacturers are bleeding to death; more 
than 20 have "passed on." 

Can anything be done to hasten action · 
by the Commission? 

Thank you . . 
Very truly yours, 

DEFIANCE SPARK PLUG CORP., 
RAYMOND . P. LIPE, President. 

I may say that thre.e of the present . 
members of the Federal Trade Commis
sion, Mr. Mead, Mr. Carson, and Mr. 
Spingarn, are not to blame for the condi
tion complained of in the letter; but if 
any member of the Commission has 
served on it for as long as 10 years, I 
suggest that he should resign his office 
and should let a competent person take 
his place. 

Mr. President, in that connection I 
hold in my hand a list of the licensed 
attorneys in North Dakota. This list 
gives the name of every licensed lawyer 
in that State. I ask unanimous consent 
that the list be printed along with the 
letter. I suggest that any lawyer prac
ticing in North Dakota, no matter how 
young or how old he may be, can do a 
better job than has been done in this 
case, in which 13 years have passed with
out the taking of action. . 

There being no objection, the list was 
ordered to be printed in the RECORD, as 
follows: 

1948 LIST OF LICENSED ATTORNEYS 
ADAMS COUNTY 

James A. Clement, Charles M. Dunn, E. C. 
Thomas, Hettinger. 

BARNES COUNTY 
Romen H. Fitzner, Fred J. Fredrickson, 

A. F. Greffenius, Valley City; A. P. Hanson, 
Litchville; Tilford Owen Kroshus·, E.G. Lar
son, Bernard C. Lyons, Marian Maloney, Wil• . 
liam L. Paulson, C. E. Peterson, Roy A. Ploy-· 
har, D. S. Ritchie, John Sad, L, T. Sproul, 
L.A. W. Stephan, Valley City. 

BENSON COUNTY 
L. L. Butterwick, Minnewaukan; Adrian E. 

Buttz, Leeds; M. C. Hiasen, Charles A. Lent, 
Albert Louis Lindstrom, 'W. G. McDonald, 
Steve Ward, Minnewaukan. 

BILLINGS COUNTY 
'William W. Eichhorst, W. J, Ray, Medora. 

BOTTiNEA u COUNTY 
'W. H. Adams, Asmunder Benson, 0. B; 

Benson, Bottineau; E. O. Haraldson, . _Lans
ford; Maurice Weeks, Bottineau. 

BOWMAN COUNTY 
Mark H. Amundson, M. S. Byrne, Theodore 

B. Torkelson, Bowman. 
BURKE COUNTY 

Earl Walter, B. L. Wilson, Bowbells. 
BURLEIGH COUNTY 

'W. J. Austin, Robert A. Birdzell, Scott 
Cameron, Joseph Ccghlan, Ed. B. Cox, Gor
don V. Cox, I. C. Davies, E. Forsyth Engerbret
son, P. J. Engeseth, C. L. Foster, P . B. Garberg, 
Arnold 0. Goplen, Bismarck; A. H. Helgeson·, 
Wilton; Harold Hopton, E. A. Houck, J. A. 
Ryland, Clifford Jansonius, William Langer, 
Charles Liessman, Thomas Daniel McCarty, 
F. E. McCurdy, Archie H. McGray, Walter 
Mohn, Catherine E. Morris, R. C. Morton, 
J. K. Murray, William S. Murray, Gunnar . 
Olgeirson, I. M. Oseth, Owen Tudor Owen, 
'William R. Pearce, Gwrge M. Register, George 
S. Register, P. 0. Sathre, C'eo. F. Shafer, 
Charles Simon, Alvin C. Strutz, C. L. Young, 
Alfred Zuger, John A. Zuger, Bismarck. 

CASS COUNTY 
Gordon S. Aamoth, Alvin Aas, Oscar H. 

A!llberg, Aaron Aronson, Harold W. Bangert, 
Albert R. Bergesen, Pershing Boe, Clair F. 
Brickner, Myron H. Bright, Lee F. Brooks, · 
Gordon F . Burnett, 'W. F. Burnett, Neil Cam
eron, Fred 'W. Colby, E. T. Conmy, E. T. 
Coil.my, Jr., J. F. X. Conmy, Ralph F. Croal, 
A. W. Cupler, Alfred S. Dale, Vernon 'W. Eden
strom, H. S. Finch, Morgan D. Ford, Martin 
C. Fredricks, Jr., A. S. Grady, . Wayne A. 
Grimm, Otto Haakenstad, S. W . . Hagan, 'Wil
liam E. Heller, J.-E. Hendrickson, Lyle Eugene 
Huseby, John S. Johanneson, A. I. Johnson, 
Francis X. Kirsch, Fargo; d. 'W. LaBree, Cas
selton; P. W. Lanier, P. 'W. Lanier, Jr., Harry 
Lashkowitz, B. H. Lee, Marion Jane Leslie, 
G. Eldon Longstreth, Fargo; Arthur 'Whitten 
McCauley, W.est Fargo; D. E. Mccullagh, Wil
liam P. McGrath, Adrian McLellan, Dale R. 
McMichael, Harry o: Mowery, John J. Mud
ready, Francis Murphy, Herbert G. Nilles, 
John Joseph Nilles, L. H. Oehlert, Fargo; 

· Manfred R. Ohnstad, West Fargo; Bessie 
Spangler Olson, John Gordon Ottis, John G. 
Pfeffer, Roger Pitsenbarger, Charles M. Pol- 
lock, Joseph M. Powers, Roy K. Redetzke, 
Scott T. Rex, Robert 'W. Rovelstad, C. J. Rund, 
Chester J. Serkland, Emanuel Sgutt, Albert 
'W. Shupienis, Charles H. Shure, 'W. H. Shure;. 
Chauncey B. Simons, Leland J. Smith, George 
A. Soule, Lynn U. Stambaugh; Emanuel M. 
Stern, Marie K. E. Stiening, Odlin J. Strand
ness, Norman G. Tenneson, Paul G. Thonn, 
Franklin J. Van Osdel, Mart R. Vogel, Phil 
B. Vogel, Fargo; Alfred 0. Wallen, Erie; C. C. 
Wattam, Goodwin T. 'Westlund, Neal E. 'Wil
liams, Fargo; Frank J. Woell, Joseph H. Woell, 
Casselton. 

CAVALIER COUNTY 
Thomas Devaney, E. L. Donovan, Robert Q. 

Price, Ellis. G. Snowfield, J. M. Snowfield, 
Langdon. 

DICKEY COUNTY 

T. L. Brouillard,· Donald R. Crabtree, F. J. 
Graham, Ellendale; A. P. Guy, George Mar
gulies, Oakes. 

DIVIDE COUNTY 
Olaf Braatelien, George P. Homnes, R. H. 

Points, T. S. Stuart, E. A. Tannas, Crosby. 
DUNN COUNTY 

J. Kenneth Eckes, Karl Gruenwald, Kill
deer; H: L., Malloy, A: J. Palmer, Halli:day, 

EDDY COUNTY 
Dorwin Z. Aas, R.· G. Manly, Edgar P. Matt

son, Lynn W. Schwoebel, New Rockford. 
EMMONS COUNTY 

Robert Chesrown, Charles Coventry, H. C. 
Lynn, Linton.' · · · _ 
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FOSTER COUNTY 

C. w. Burnham, William A. Kunkel, 
Thomas A. Roney, Carrington. 

GOLDEN VALLEY COUNTY 

W. L. Eckes, John Keohane, !Beach; Guy 
Lee, Sentinel Butte; Howard A. Mourn, Beach. 

GRAND FORKS COUNTY 

Grace Alphson, John A. Alphson, Robert 
A. A'lphson, Philip R. Bangs, 0. B. Burtness, 
Ronald N. Davies, Carroll E. Day, Thomas L. 
Degnan, Theodore B. Elton, Robert A. Feidler, 
Edward C. Gillig, Harold M. Hager, Helen N. 
Hamilton, Fred E. Harris, Donald C. Holand, 
Carther Jackson, E. Clifton Lebacken, Grand 
Forks; J. A. Lemery, Inkster; James Edward 
Leo, Daniel S. Letnes, W. H. Linwell, Martin 
U. Lohn, George Longmire, Charles A. Lyche, 
Cyrus N. Lyche, H. H. Matt, Milton E. Moskau, 
Kenneth J. Mullen, C. J. Murphy, Carlton G. 
Nelson, Lowell A. O'Grady, Henry O'Keefe, 
Jr., Grand Forks; Ralph S. Oliver, Larimore; 
Henry Grattan Owen, Samuel E. Paletz, C. F. 
Peterson, Samuel Rubin, Henry G. Ruem
mele, Harry L. Schwam, Harold D. Shaft, Sam. 
s. Silverman, George D. Smith, Arthur w. 
Stokes, T. H. Thoresen, Olaf M. Thorsen, T. A. 
Toner, Grand Forks; Horace G. Webster, 
Northwood. 

GRANT COUNTY 

R. G. Beede, Elgin; Edmund Dubbs, New 
Leipzig; Emil A. Griese, Carson. 

GRIGGS COUNTY 

Maurice William Duffy, Oscar J. Thomp
son, Cooperstown. 

HETTINGER COUNTY 

. Reuben J. Bloedau, Charles E. Crane, v. H. 
Crane, H.P. Jacobson, Mott. 

KIDDER COUNTY 

Jasper N. Mccarter, Ralph'N. Molbert, Rees 
L. Phelps, Linn Sherman, Anne Vinje, Steele. 

LA MOURE COUNTY 

Mark A. Buechler, Roy A. Holand, Theodore 
F. Kessel, T. W. Lynch, LaMoure. 

LOGAN COUNTY 

D. L. Anderson, Burnstad; August Doerr, 
C. Francis Swanke, Napoleon. · · 

M'HENRY COUNTY 

Thomas D. Morrow, Walter R. Spaulding, 
Victor V. Stiehm, D. G. Topp, Towner. 

M'INTOSH COUNTY 

B. E. Kretschmar, I. A. Mackoff, Edwin 
J. F. Myers, Jr., Max A. Wishek, Ashley. 

M'KENZIE COUNTY 

P. c. Arildson, A.O. Haugerud, J. S. Taylor, 
Watford City. 

M'LEAN COUNTY 

R. A.H. Brandt, Big Bend; Robert L. Fraser, 
Milton K. Higgins, Washburn; D. W. B. Kurtz,' 
Jr., Garrison; Lewis J. Mann, Washburn; 
Alex W. Skoropat, Wilton; Robert L. Vogel, 
Garrison; John E. Williams, Washburn. 

MERCER COUNTY 

Wesley Henry Esterly, Beulah; F. Leslie 
Forsgren, Hazen; W. R. Mills, Stanton; Ray
mond R. Rund; Golden Valley; Theodore A. 
Sailer, Hazen; Floyd B. Sperry, Golden 
Valley. 

MORTON COUNTY 

C. D. Cooley, Mandan; August E. Draeb, 
Hebron; J.P. Fleck, R. F. Gallagher, Richard 
P. Gallagher, Mandan; S. E. Halpern, Glen 
Ullin; Thorstein Hyland, Mandan; P. s. 
Jungers, Hebron; C. F. Kelsch, Mandan; 
Kurth H. Krauth, Hebron; John F. Lord, 
Mandan; J. V. McCorl)'.lick, New Salem; Wil· 
liam H. McCormick, Walton S. Russell, 
Clarence James Schauss, W. H. Stutsman, 
John F. SUllivan, Mandan. 

MOUNTRAIL COUNTY 

K. E. Edwardson, White Earth; Quent in R. 
Schulte, R. E. Swendseid, F. F. Wyckoff, 
Stanley. 

NELSON COUNTY 

E. C. Boostrom, Lysle C. Boostrom, Einar 
Johnson, Ingman Swinland, Lakota; Peter c. 
Tangen, Aneta. 

OLIVER COUNTY 

Burton S. Wilcox, Clara W. Wilcox, Center. 
PEMBINA COUNTY 

Eugene E. Coyne, -Leonard J. Eid, Wal
halla; Ross H. McEnroe, Drayton; Ross 
Mcintosh, F. S. Snowfield, H. B. Spiller, 
Cavalier; I. Steenson, Drayton. 

PIERCE COUNTY 

Roland A. Heringer, A. R. Jongewaard, Har
old B. Nelson, L. R. Nostdal, H. B. Senn, 
Lawrence E. Watson, Rugby. 

RAMSEY COUNTY 

F. T. Cuthbert, Clyde Duffy, Douglas B. 
Heen, Henry E. Lemke, D. B. McDonald, How
ard Maher, Devils Lake; T. W. Morrissey, Ed· 
more; Myer R. Shark, Torger Sinness, H. W. 
Swenson, Obert C. Teigen, S. W. Thompson, 
Fred J. Traynor, Mack V. Traynor, Devils 
Lake. 

RANSOM COUNTY 

S. D. Adams, Lisbon; Charles G. Bangert, 
Enderlin; Charles S. Ego, Lisbon; Tim A. 
Francis, Enderlin; Clarence G. Mead, H. · P. 
Remington, Lisbon; Frank E. Shaw, Sheldon. 

RENVILLE COUNTY 

P. M. Clark, Theo. P. Clifford, S. A. Soren
son, Mohall. 

RICHLAND COUNTY 

M. S. Aker, Hankinson; Wayne T. Childs, 
Wahpeton; Everett R. Dawson, Lidgerwood; 
Jos. G. Forbes, Vernon D. Forbes, Harry M. 
Grifiith, Wahpeton; 0. S. Gunderson, Chris
tine; Mildred Burns Johnson, Vernon M. 
Johnson, Patrick T. Milloy, Clifford Schnel-

. ler, Wahpeton. 
ROLETTE COUNTY 

. John B. Hart, Rolla; Ralph B. Maxwell, Bel
court; J. Howard Storman, John A. Storman, 
J. Arthur Vandal, Rolla. 

SARGENT COUNTY 

Walter C. King, A. Leslie, Forman; 0. S. 
Sem, Milnor. 

SHERIDAN COUNTY 

Victor L. Thom, Goodrich; John Oliver 
Thorson, Warren A. Tripp, McClusky. 

SIOUX COUNTY 

Nelson Mason, Fort Yates. 
SLOPE COUNTY 

R. L. Striebel, Marmarth; Theodore Swend
seid, Amidon. 

STARK COUNTY 

L. R. Baird, Richard V. Boulger, W. C. 
Crawford, Theodore Kellogg, M. L. McBride, 
H. A. Mackoff, Norbert J. Muggli, T. F. 
Murtha, W. F. Reichert, Gilbert Saxowsky, 
C. H. Starke, J. w. Sturgeon, Otto Thress, 
Dickinson. 

STEELE COUNTY 

A. E. Dolezal, Hope; E. T. Meldahl, Finley. 
STUTSMAN COUNTY 

A. W. Aylmer, Quentin N. Burdick, Leslie 
R. Burgum, Russell D. Chase, J. A. Coffey, 
Robert D. Dames, M. C. Fredricks, Robert 
Emmett Fredricks, T. E. George, Arnold o. 
Ginnow, John Hjellum, Arthur I. Knauf, 
John Knauf, Cytella Dahn Rittgers, Harry E. 
Rittgers, Arnold M. Snortland, Samuel A. 
:Wilder, Jamestown. 

' TOWNER COUNTY 

P aul L. Agneberg, C. E. Joseph, J. J. Kehoe, 
J. S. Moothart, Lloyd B. St evens, Cando. 

TRAILL COUNTY 

G. J. Clauson, Hatton; Thomas G. Johnson, 
Chauncey T. Kaldor, Hillsboro; Harvey N. 
Kaldor, Harvey B. Knudson, Carl J. Larson, 
Mayville; John I. Lerom, Buxton; Charles H. 
Shafer, Hillsboro; George F. Sorlie, Buxtdn. 

' ' W ALSH COUNTY 

Mark J. Clayburgli; Jr., Grafton; George 
V. Coffey, Minto; T. I. Dahl, H. C. DePuy, W. 
T . D.ePuy, Ben Oreenberg, Lynn G. Grimson, 
Albert Lundperg, Joel Myers, Grafton; Roy 
A. Neste, Park River; Robert Vaaler, Wallace 
E. Warner, Grafton; F. Lorene Whitesides, 
Park River. 

WARD COUNTY 

C. D. Aaker-, Robert H. Bosard, B. H. Brad
ford, G. 0. Brekke, Robert A. Buttz, Paul 
Campbell, Thomas F. Clifford, Carlton B. 
Davis, B. A. Dickinson, Joseph J. Funke, 
Halvor L. Halvorson, H. L. Halvorson, Jr., 
0. B. Herigstad, Clara J. Johnson, H. E. John
son, Robert M. Johnson, Leo C. Lindemann, 
Grant J. Lindlauf, John C. Lowe, E. B. Mc
cutcheon, E. Hugh Mccutcheon, George A. 
McGee, Richard H. McGee, E. J. Mcllraith, 
Jim Miller, Thomas B. Murphy, Magner J. 
Muus, Mrs. F. Margaret Pfeffer Muus, P. D. 
Norton, Alice E. Olander, Robert W. Palda, 
Minot; A. J. Pederson, Kenmare; Joseph P. 
Stevens, C. A. Thompson, Ella J. Van Berkom, 
Bruce M. Van Sickle, Corbin A. Waldron, 
G. S. Wooledge, Minot. 

WELLS COUNTY 

Samuel H. Dolve, John A. Layne, F. W. 
McGuiness, Arthur L. Netcher, Fessenden; 
J. W. Schmidt, John J. Tebelius, Aloys Wart
ner, Aloys Wartner, Jr., Harvey; Adam V. 
Zuber, Fessenden. 

WILLIAMS COUNTY 

Arley R. Bjella, Williston; H. Morris Bor
stad, Tioga; Eugene A. Burdick, U. L. Bur
dick, Walter 0. Burk, F. W. Medberry, Joseph 
N. Mendro, Robert Norheim, Everett E • 
Palmer, Telmar E. Rolfstad, Williston; E. c. 
Rudolph, Ray; Dean Wlnkjer, Williston. 

'rAX LAWS MUST BE BASED ON EQUALITY 
OF SACRIFICE 

Mr. HUMPHREY. Mr. ·President, I 
ask unanimous consent that I may be 
allowed approximately 4 minutes in 
which to make a statement on the Presi
dent's tax message. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Is there ob
jection? The Chair hears none, and the 
Senator from Minnesota may proceed. 

Mr. HUMPHREY. Mr. President, the 
American people last week read with 
great interest the tax message submitted 
by the President. I heartily endorse the 
President's determination to pay as we 
go for our expanding defense effort. It 
is wise to tailor the tax program to the 
unfolding defense program, pushing 
through about $10,000,000,000 of higher 
taxes now, and holding the rest of the 
tax increase until the military picture 
unfolds. 

A pay-as-we-go tax policy is the least 
we can do in the face of the sacrifices 
being made by the men and women in 
our Armed Forces. Besides, it is just 
common sense to match expenditures on 
guns, planes, ships, and tanks with tax 
receipts. Otherwise, the Government 
will incur large deficits, and the inevita
ble result will be more inflation. 

I am sure that the American people 
see the need for additional taxes. I am 
also sure that they are willing to make 
their contribution, even if it hurts. But 
we cannot in good faith ask the rank 
and file to pay their share when a chosen 
few can take advantage of glaring loop
holes in the tax· laws. It would violate 
every test of equal sacrifice to ask the 
man in the street to pay higher excise 
and income taxes when the rich become 
richer through our failure to close loop
holes. 
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I, for one, will insist that the $10,000,-

000,000 tax bill be accompanied by a firm 
commitment that loopholes will be 
closed. The American people demanded 
an excess-profits tax last year, long be
fore the Congress acted. This year the 
American people will insist on a tough 
loophole-closing program to catch the 
tax dodgers. They want to have a right 
to equality of sacrifices; they oppose 
special tax privileges for anybody. I in
tend to make it my business, and I hope 
that other Senators and Representatives 
will join me in the effort to tell the peo- . 
ple the unvarnished truth about these 
loopholes. 

Those who want to keep on protecting 
the privileged few will argue that loop
hole closing will not raise much revenue. 
It is a familiar line: "Why worry about 
the few dollars that slip through the 
net? The real money lies in raising 
rates." This'is false counsel. Let there 
be no mistake about the fact that bil
lions of dollars can be raised by plugging 
loopholes. Here are a few samples: 

First. The excess-profits tax which 
was enacted by the last Congress is full 
of holes. Railroads, utilities, natural
gas companies, and other regulated com
panies are virtually exempt from tax. 
Congress has also guaranteed other cor-

. porations fabulous levels of profits free 
of excess-profits tax by a number of 
technical provisions, such as the growth 
formula and the special allowances for 
borro.wed capital. By tightening up the 
excess-profits tax we could raise at least 
$1,000,000,000. 

Second. Our unbelievably generous 
depletion provisions hand the oil anrl 
mining interests . half a billion dollars 
each year. Last year, the President 
called this loophole the most glaring in 
the tax laws. Congress ciid nothing 
about it. This year, with tax rates going 
still higher, this loophole is even more 
unconscionable and more expensive. 

Third. The estate and gift taxes are 
in a pitiable state. It is unbelievable . 
that, in a country so wealthy as ours; 
these taxes raise little more than three
quarters of a billion dollars. The Secre
tary of the Treasury presented a .plan 
to the Congress last year for tightening 
up these taxes. Again nothing was done. 
Yet there are at least another three
quarters of a billion dollars to be had 
for the asking from the estate and gift 
taxes, by plugging loopholes, raising 
rates, and reducing the big exemptions. 
Let us make these taxes do the job they 
ought to in the richest country i.n the 
world. 

Fourth. At the same time that wage 
earners are paying every last cent of 
their taxes because the money is with
held from their pay envelopes, billions 
of dollars of interest and dividends are 
evading taxes. .This criminal evasion 
must be stopped. One of the best ways 
to do this is to withhold the tax from 
interest and dividends, just as we do 
on wages and salaries. By this elemen
tary improvement in enforcement, we 
can add at least $300,000,000 a year to 
our revenues. 
. Fifth. The income-splitting provisions 
enacted by the Eightieth Congress con
fer unwarranted tax benefits on the well
to-do. People in the lowest tax bracket 

gained nothing from this provision. At 
the $25,000 level, it redw~ed the taxes 
of a married person by more than a 
quarter. We cannot'afford to give such 
hand-outs in times like these. If the 
benefits of income splitting were elim
inated, we could increase tax collections 
by no less than $2,500,000,000. · 

These five items alone add up to an 
even $5,000,000,000. I have not men
tioned others, such as the loopholes in 
the capital-gains provisions, the tax ex
emption for interest on State and local 
bonds, and the weak tax provisions for 
life-insurance companies. I have no 
doubt that a determined effort to close 
all the loopholes could be made to yield 
practically all of the $6,500,000,000 need
ed over and above the $10,000,000,000· 
program itemized by the President. 

Last year, when the Senate was con
sidering the Revenue Act of 1950, I 
joined with my able colleagues, the Sen
ator from Illinois [Mr. DOUGLAS] and 
the Senator from New York [Mr. LEH
MAN] in bringing to the attention of the 
Senate defects in the bill. We presented 
at that time 12 amendments designed 
to close various loopholes in tax leg_is
la tion. I am pleased to sa.t that we will 
again, with the assistance of other dis
tinguished and able Members of this 
body, make an effort to improve the tax 
laws by eliminating loopholes. It is our 
hope that, with the assistance of the 
American people, this will be done. Al
ready, as a result of the energetic ac
tivities of radio commentators such as 
Mr. Frank Edwards and Mr. Drew Pear
son, many thousands of Americans have 
written to me expressing interest in our 
activities, and requesting information. 

I therefore ask unanimous consent at 
this point that there be included, fol
lowing my remarks, a summary of our 
tax presentation on the floor of the 
Senate of last year outlining certain of 
the tax loopholes which were at issue 
in the 8lst Congress. 

There being no objection, the· sum
. mary was ordered to be printed in the 
RECORD, as folfows: 
SUMMARY BY SENATOR HUMPHREY OF TAX BILL 

AMENDMENTS TO CLOSE LOOPHOLES 

It is essential for the American people and 
all their representatives in Congress to know 
more about Federal taxation. It is not 
enough merely to know that a graduated 
individual income tax is desirable, because it 
is based on ability to pay, and that a sales 
tax is bad because it hits hardest those with 
lowest incomes and largest families. Iri 
order to insure that everyone pays his fair 
share of income taxes we have several con
siderations that must be taken into account: 

1. We have to weed out those who misrep
resent the amount of their income when 
they fill out their tax i:eturn. This is pri
marily the job of the Bureau of Internal 
Revenue, but the ·rest of us can help out by 
frowning upon sharp tax practices and as .. 
suming our responsibilities as citizens. 

2. We have to keep a sharp lookout that 
our graduated income tax system is not de
feated by efforts of individuals or corpora• 
tions to divide or "split" income with other 
persons in such a way as to avoid payment 
of taxes, while at the same time retaining 
effective economic control of the income . 

3. Another source of trouble has been the 
availability of a much lower rate of tax on 
so-called "long-term" capital gains, with the 
resultant temptation to taxpayers to try to 

claim that ordinary, recurrent income is 
really a capital gain. 

4. There is constant pressure upon tax
payers (and those who do not want to pay 
taxes) to reduce their taxable income by 
charging off greater deductions than would 
normally be allowable under proper rules of 
accounting. 

Finally, there are the pleas, usually upon 
some claim of injustice, discrimination or 
unconstitutionality, that all or part of the 
income of an i'Ildividual or corporation 
should not be subject to any tax at all. 

This ·summation Of the principal current 
problems of Federal income taxation may 
wreak havoc with the erudite concepts of 
the tax lawyers, accountants and economists. 
But I have taken this approach in an earnest 
effort to understand how the income tax part 
of the Federal tax system really operates. 
Perhaps a little unorthodoxy can help us 
dispel some of the fog which enshrouds the 
twists and turns of Federa". taxation as tight
ly as do all the security regulations in the 
field of atomic energy. 

If we analyze the provisions of the pend
ing bill, and the decisions of the Committee 
on Finance, there are a number which seem 
to fall within the broad confines of the five 
areas I have outlined. 

An analysis of the 12 amendments intro
duced by me is as follows: 

1. Dividend withholding: Out of about 
eight million paid out in corporation divi
dends annually, one billion ·is not reported 
on stockholder tax returns. Wage earners 
must pay taxes as earned, why continue to 
tolerate evasion by coupon clippers? The 
provision in the House bill for withholding 
taxes on dividends should be restored. The 
Government is now losing between one hun
dred and sixty and one hundred and seventy 
million dollars a year under present law. 

2. Percentage depletion: Neither the Sen
ate nor House bill does anything to limit 
the excessive depletion allowances for oil 
and gas and other minerals which the Presi
dent described as the worst loophole in our 
t ax laws. This windfall costs the Govern
ment $400,000,000 a year. If an ordinary 
businessman invests $100,000 in plant and 
equipment, he gets a tax deduction of this 
amount prorated over the useful life of the 
property. Another man who invests in an 
oil well can, through "percentage depletion" 
allowances obtain a tax deduction not only 
for the $100,000 initial investment, but sev
eral times this amount. 

3. Oil royalties: Instead of receiving royal• 
ties from oil wells, which are subject to or
dinary income and surtax rates, oilmen 
would be able to "sell" their right to such 
income for a 1-year period or longer, and be 
subject only to capital-gain rates. Many oil
men are now taxed at normal and surtax 
rates totaling 50 percent or more. Yet these 
operators would pay, under the committee 
bill, at only the capital-gain rate of 25 per
cent on such "in-oil" payments. 

4. Family partnerships: This is a retro
active reversal of Supreme Court decisions 
which refused to allow businessmen to make 
fictitious "partners" of their wives, children. 
and other relatives, solely to split up their 
income for tax purposes. For example, the 
tax on an unmarried man with an income 
of $40,000 a year amounts to almost $17,000, 
or nearly double the total taxes of $8,500 
payable on four incomes of $10,000 each. 

5. Stock optiops: Corporate executives 
would be allowed to pay at capital-gains 
rates in lieu of normal and surtax rates, on 
that part' of their salary received in the form 
of options to buy company stock at less than 
market price. An unmarried executive earn'!' 
ing $30,000 a year would pay $12,000 more in 
taxes if given a $20,000 a year cash bonus. 
If the bonus is paid in stock options, under 
the Finance Committee bill he would pay 
only $5,000 more in taxes. 
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6. Tax-free redemption of stocks to pay 

estate taxes: Estates of owners of corpora
tions would be allowed to draw down ac
cumulated earnings and profits free of in
come tax to the extent used to pay estate 
and inheritance taxes. This amendment 
has practical application under present gift 
and estate tax exemptions only to single 
persons with estates of $250,000 and over, or 
to married persons with estates of $500,000 
or more. 

7. Corporate spin-offs: • This provision 
would exempt from taxation the value of 
new stocks distributed to stockholders by a 
corporation which decided to "spin off" -part 
of its business into a separate firm. These 
stocks are now considered as "dividends" for 
tax purposes and, thus, are subject to indi
vidual income taxes. Under the committee 
bill, therefore, accumulat ed corporate profits 
could be distributed to stockholders at capi
tal gains tax rates instead of the usual nor
mal and surtax rates applicable to divi
dends. This amendment is of real benefit 
only to single persons with income of $18,-
000 a year and married couples of $36,000 a 
year. 

8. Amortization of emergency facilities: 
While omitting an excess-profits tax on 
corporations, the committee bill would per
mit accelerated amortization of plants and 
equipment certified to be necessary for the 
current emergency. Instead of the usual 15-
to 40-year period of depreciation for tax 
purposes, the entire cost couki be recovered 
tax-free within a period of 5 years. The re
port of the ·Senate Special Committee To In
vestigate the National Defense Program 
states that many persons responsible for the 
renegotiation of war contracts in World War 
II considered accelerated depreciation as the 
greatest source of excessive profits during 
the last war. 

9. S~ction 117 (j): Since 1942 the tax law 
has contained a "heads I win, tails you lose" 
provision in favor of a taxpayer who sells 
property used in his trade or business. If 
the sale results in a profit, it is taxed as a 
capital gain. If it results in a loss, the loss 
is treated as a fully deductible ordinary loss. 
The Treasury has estimated this loophole 
as costing about $70,000,000. Accelerated 
amortization greatly expands the importance 
of this loophole. 

10. Life-insurance companies: At a time 
when other individual and corporate tax
payers are overburdened, life-insurance com
panies paid no taxes on income for 1947, 
1948, and 1949. This results from a technical 
error in the Revenue Act of 1942. The com
mittee bill would in effect grant a $50,000,000-
tax melon to the life-insurance industry by 
striking out the provisions in the House bill 
for collection of the 1947 and 1948 tax 
liabilities. 

11. Foreign subsidiaries of domestic corpo
rations: The House b111 would have closed 
a loophole in the existing law under which 
domestic corporations can liquidate subsid
iaries operating abroad (such as oil com
panies), and bring back tax-free profits that 
have never passed through the Federal in
come tax stream. The committee bill would 
retain this glaring loophole. 

12. Reduction in holding period for long
term capital gains: Under existing law a. 
capital gain is taxable a.t a maximum rate 
of 25 percent if the asset was held for over 
6 months. Under the Senate bill this period 
is reduced to 3 months. This amendment, 
which was included in the House bill and 
approved by the Finance Committee, fit·s best 
the tax needs of the stock market and com .. 
modity speculators, who are thus permitted 
to convert ordinary profits into capital gains. 
This loophole will benefit principally single 
persons above $18,000 and married couples 
a.bove $36,000. 

DEEDS PROVE THEIR VALOR-:_-'JITORIAL 
FROM THE INDIANAPOLIS STAR 

Mr. McCARTHY .• Mr. President, I ask 
unanimous consent to have inserted in 
the body of the RECORD an editorial en
titled "Deeds Prove Their Valor," pub
lished in the Indianapolis Star of Febru
ary 2. 1951. 

There being no objection, the editorial 
was ordered to be printed in the RECORD, 
as follows: 

DEEDS PROVE THEIR VALOR 

When Drew Pearson gave credence to an 
alleged Red Chinese "combat bulletin" in 
yesterday's column, in which the American 
Army in Korea was pictured as a gang of 
cowards, we expected a storm of protest, 
which the Star has received, and in which we 
v. lsh to join. 

According to the bulletin from which the 
Washington columnist quoted American 
troops are not aggressive, tend to panic and 
"quail and flinch at tli.e sound of heavy fir
ing." Mr. Pearson then added on his own 
part that this "Chinese intelligence estimate" 
was true, although we are not aware that 
he has visited the Korean front or that he 
has access to official military information 
which is not available to other reporters. 

The record of America's fighting forces in 
Korea speaks for itself. Against tremendous 
odds our troops have held on in that misera
ble land and have inflicted terrible punish
ment on the enemy. 

Dispatches of front-line reporters in Korea 
have dra\7n a far more reliable picture of the 
performance of American troops than any 
"intelligence estimate" which the enemy is 
likely to distribute or any of Drew l>earson's 
"pipeline" information. These dispatches, 
uncensored until recently, have consistently 
disclosed a high quality of aggressiveness and 
a wealth of individual and unit gallantry on 
the part of United States forces of which 
every American can be fiercely proud. 

The very best we can say for Mr. Pearson 
in this instance is that he is innocently or 
overzealously promoting a dangerous gen
erality which gives aid. and comfort to the 
enemy. Throughout history a favorite propa
ganda trick has been to impugn the foe's 
courage. Hitler called Americans decadent 
cowards and, to his misfortune, came to be
lieve his own lie. Stalin and his Chinese 
stooges know better but they are busily ad
vancing the same lie. But the deeds of our 
men in Korea shout down both this lie and 
the unfortunate opinion which Mr. Pearson 
chose to express. 

FARM POLICY COUNCIL 

Mr. SCHOEPPEL. Mr. President, I 
ask unanimous consent that I may be 
permitted to address the Senate for less 
than 2 minutes regarding the Farm 
Policy Council. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. 
GEORGE in the chair) . Without ob
jection, the Senator may proceed. 

Mr. SCHOEPPEL. Mr. President, as 
a result of the hearings conducted by 
the Select Committee on Small Business 
of the Senate, it becomes quite apparent 
that drastic shortages of material and 
manpower are appearing. Thousands · 
upon thousands of small businesses are 
confronted with the possibility of having 
to give up unless raw materials and sup
plies upon which they must depend for 
their very existence are available even in 
restricted quantities. 

No one objects to the shortages of 
such materials as· steel, lead, zinc, nickei, 
aluminum, electrical supplies which are 

actually needed in furtherance of the 
war effort. Thousands of small busi
nesses are interested in the manufac
turing, processing, and distribution of 
much-needed farm supplies and those 
used in connection with specialized 
farming activities in dairying, poultry 
raising, and many other types of small 
industries in supplying farm trade. The 
farm groups who are interested in see
ing that they receive just consideration 
for supplies have done a very good . job 
in organizing to make their demands 
·and requests known anci to see that busi
nesses directly connected with farm-
producing activities are not overlooked. 

There appears in the February 1951 
issue of the Country Gantleman an 
editorial entitled "Let's Strengthen 
Agriculture's Position." Thi~ editorial 
stresses the need of the farming inter
ests for better safeguards as to their 
position both in the producing program 
and the farm-labor situation, which, 
from reports, can become critical before 
next summer. This editorial further 
points Ol~t that this is not a matter that 
affects the farming interests alone. 
Everyone has a. stake in what is likely 
to happen. Everyone wants plenty 
of food. The defense program needs 
the necessary supplies. This editorial 
stresses the need and the necessity for 
a Farm Policy Council to be set up by 
the leading farm organizations with the 
responsibiilty of watching over the needs 
()f farming, including farm labor, and to 
present these mat.ters before the proper 
groups charged with the administration 
of the various defense production boards 
and groups. 

Mr. President, I think this editorial 
ls so timely and is so important to the 
agricultural interests of this Nation that 
I ask unanimous consent that it be in
corporated in the body of the CONGRES
SIONAL RECORD as a part of my remarks. 

There being no objection, the editorial 
was ordered to be printed in the RECORD, 
as follows: 

LET'S STRENGTHEN AGRICULTURE'S POSITION 

Farming needs to be better safeguarded 
under the defense production program. 'I'.he 
farm labor situation, which could become 
critical by next summer, is an example of 
what can happen unless the interests of agri
culture are properly looked after. 

It isn't a ~atter that affects farmers alone. 
The public, which will have to do without 
some other things, will want plenty ef food 
and the defense program requires ample sup
plies of food and fiber. But nei.ther fact 
assures prompt attention to farm needs 
for all-out production. Somebody will have 
to take the responsibility for getting that 
kind of attention. 

The Defense Production Act, passed by 
Congress, did fairly well in protecting farm 
prices. But it left the Department of Ag
riculture with little authority over the 
workings of the defense program. The De
partment can advise and can present claims 
for materials necessary for farm production. 
But this does not mean they will be granted. 
It will be only one of a number of interests 
pressing claims for materials, some of them 
with a stronger backing than agriculture now 
has in Washington. 

Not only vigor in pressing farm require
ments but an alertness in anticipating them 
1s needed. The farm labor situation, re
ported in the Roundup columns on pages 4 
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and 10 of this issue, shows how important 
this can be. Such a loss of experienced 
farm workers, as now seems certain, · may 
seriously handicap the heavy production 
program that has been called for. Farm
ing is in a much different position than at 
the outbreak of W•rld war II. At that time 
a surplus of farm workers had been backed 
up on the farms by the depression. Even 
then a farm manpower shortage soon devel
oped. There is scant surplus of farm man
power now and farming is mechanized to 
twice the extent it was in 1941. Just any 
kind of worker won't do now. 

This makes it imperative also that a short
age of spare parts be averted in the future. 
Many farmers keenly recall the time they 
spent and the distances they traveled trying 
to find needed parts during the last war. 
A far more highly mechanized agriculture 
couldn't stand that sort of experience again. 
Somebody will have to see to it that it doesn't 
happen. 

Agriculture isn't in a position to do much 
about such things now. Outside the De
partment's services it has been represented 
only by a consulting committee on the Na
tional Resources Security Board, now super
seded by the Office of Defense Mobilization. 
This committee was not fully representative 
of farming and has been of little effect. 

Something is needed to strengthen the po
sition of agriculture. For that purpose 
Country Gentleman suggests a farm policy 
council, set up by the leading farm organi
zations. Its job would be to keep watch over 
the needs of farming and to press them 
vigorously when they arise. Labor has such 
a council and there has been no lack of vigor 
in presenting labor's case in Washington. A 
council, ful1y representative of agriculture, 
.could be an effective voice in its behalf. It 
could cooperate with the Secretary if he were 
willing, as he should be, and reinforce his 
claims for needed farm help and materials. 
And it could work along the same lines with 
th ] two agricultural committees of Congress. 

But, before any such council ca1 be set 
up, two things will be necessary. TO.e vr.ri
ous farm organizations will h a. ve t::> sub
merge their differences and work-together for 
the common good of the farmers they rep
resent. And there will have to be less think
ing in te!ms of commodity. groups .and, more 
in terms of agriculture as a whole. 

This lack of unity and the struggle for 
special commodity gains together maike up 
one of the reasons why agriculture isn't in 
as strong a position as it should be. The 
effects are felt both in Washington and in 
the attitude of the public, which isn't any 
too friendly toward farming and is inclined 
to take its food supply for granted. 

These disadvantages should be removed. 
In this emergency farming requires a single 
effective medium through which its needs 
can get attention. It ought to have a re
sponsible channel through which it can 
reach the public with the facts about agri
culture. A. farm policy council could ren
der both these services. The farm organi
zations should see the opportunity and act 
upon it. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. If there 
be no further routine matters, the Sen
ator from Ohio is recognized. 

THE EUROPEAN ARMY PROJECT 

Mr. TAFT. Mr. President, the most 
serious and fundamental question before 
Congress today is whether we shall estab
lish, and furnish troops for, an integrated 
European army under centralized com
mand. Even today people hardly realize 
the tremendous implications of this pro
posal. On the decision we ma.ke may 
hang the issue of peace or war. On that 
decision depends the size of the Armed 
Forces, perhaps for the next 10 years. 

On the size of those forces hangs the 
tax burden which ·must be paid by the 
American people during that period. It 
will determine also the question whether 
we must draft boys of 18 or 18% or 19 
with all of its effect on education and 
industry. Finally, the extent of credit 
and price and wage controls so difficult 
to enforce and so burdensome on free
dom and progress, will also be measured 
by the size of our Armed Forces and the 
economic effort in arming other coun
tries. 
' General Eisenhower has made a re
port to us regarding the interest of the 
European nations in protecting them
selves against Russian aggression. He 
has done a fine job of raising their morale 
and tells us of his hope that they will do 
their share. He has expressed his gen
eral approval of the project before us. 
But in my mind, at least, his report only 
makes this whole plan more hazy and 
indefinite and uncertain in outline than 
it was before his return. 

At this time, therefore, I wish to dis
cuss certain questions relating to this 
project: 

First. What is the project, and to what 
shar~ in it do we obligate ourselves? 

Second. Is the President to have un
limited power to act without approval of 
Congress, or are the people themselves to 
have a voice in deciding the extent and 
nature of this revolutionary program? 

Third. To what extent do we all agree 
on certain fundamental principles relat
ing to the resistance .to Communist ag
gression in the -world, and in particular 
in Europe? 

Fourth. Is the program a wise pro
gram and, if so, should its limitations be 
clearly stated? . . 
1. WHAT IS THE PROJECT, A~D TO WHAT S~ARE 

IN IT DO WE OBLIGATE OURSELVES? 

Before General Eisenhower's return, 
I had supposed there ·was a definite plan 
agreed upon at Brussels. Article 9 of 
the North Atlantic Treaty reads as fol
lows: 

The parties hereby establish a council, on 
which each of them shall be represented, 
to consider matters concerning the imple
mentation of this treaty. * * * The 
council * * * shall establish im
mediately a defense committee which shall 
recommend measures for the implementa
tion of articles 3 and 5. 

The report of the Senate Foreign Re
lations Committee says that the powers 
of the council "are purely advisory with 
respect to governmental action. Its pur
pose is to make recommendations to the 
governments and to assist them in 
reaching coordinated decisions. It 
should be emphasized, however, that the 
responsibility for making decisions lies 
in the respective governments rather 
than in the councils. ·* * The 
defense committee ·will concern itself 
primarily with making plans and recom
mendations for the implementation of 
articles 3 and 5, i. e., preparation for the 
exercise of the inherent right of indi
vidual or collective self-defense. Being 

·subordinate to the council, it too shall 
have only advisory powers." 

In December 1950, the council estab
lished under article 9 met in Brussels 

and issued the following communique on 
December 1.9th: · • 

The North Atlantic Council, acting on the 
recommendations of its defense committee, 
today completed arrangements initiated in 
September last for the establishment in Eu
rope of an integrated force under a central
ized control and command. This force is 
to be composed of contingents contributed 
by the participating governments. 

. The North Atlantic Council speaks as 
if it had authority to do so, although its 
recommendations are simply advisory, 
under the treaty. · 

On· December 22 Secretary Acheson 
made the following statement about the 
Brussels agreement: 

At Brussels we di4 several things. We.1iook 
recommendations which had come from the 
meetings immediately preceding in London 
and acted on those recommendations. They· 
had to do with the creation of the united, 
unified, integrated army which is to provide 
for the defense of Europe. 

The papers which came to us laid out the 
structure of that army, how it should be 
composed, of what troops. where should the 
troops come from, how should it be organ
ized, what was its command structure which 
would give that army its direction, and how 
should the · supreme commander be selected 
and appointed. All of these matters were 
dealt with in the papers that came to us and 
all of those matters were acted upon. The 
structure was agreed upon and the force was 
created. 

Mr: President, I cannot understand 
what authority Secretary Acheson had in 
that connection, because I do not think 
there was anything but advisory power 
in the Council; .but that is the statement 
which he issued. 
· Today no· one knows whether an 
agreement was entered into or not. 
General Eisenhower tells the committees 
that he does not know whether or not 
there is any commitment on our part. 
Congress is unable to obtafo a'ny reliable 
information as to the size of the ~'united, 
µnified, integrated army which is to pro
vide for the defense of Europe." We are 

· unable to find out how many American 
divisions are to be contributed · to it. 
The Senator from Illinois EMr. DOUGLAS] 
seems to feel that the army is to be one 
of 55 divisions of which we should con
tribute 10. I have heard from high 
sources that it is to be approximately 
60 divisions of which we ultimately will 
contribute 15. The newspapers report 
some talk in the committees of a total 
army of 40 d~visions by the .. end of 1952 
after 2 years of preparation. There has 
also been some suggestion that there 
will be five or six American divisions in 
Europe by the ·end of 1951. General 
Eisenhower has said that we would only 
contribute a minor fraction, but not a 
major fraction, but this might mean 30 
percent or 40 percent and might amount 
to a million men before our obligations 
are finally completed. 

The number of foreign divisions at 
. that time or any time is cl0uded in doubt. 
General Eisenhower stated that there 
would be 25 French divisions at the end 
of 1952, but this was immediately con
tradicted by Mr. Pl even, and the figure 
perhaps is 15 divisions on that date, and 
20 divisions by the end of 1953. I · get 
the general impression from General 
Eisenhower's broadcast and testimony 
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that we will contribute five or six divi
sions in 1951, including the two already 
in Germany, and then wait to see what 
the others do. At Brussels it seems to 
have been contemplated that there would 
be German divisions, but General Eisen
hower says that the Germans are out 
for the present. 

Mr. President, there is just as much 
uncertainty regarding the nature of the 
proposed army as there is concerning the 
status of General Eisenhower himself. 
He did not tell the committee whether 
he was only the President's representa
tive in Europe, or whether he was a com
mander of the new army deriving his 
power from the action of nine govern
ments. It seems clear to me from the 
communique issued in Brussels that he 
is the appointee of the Atlantic Pact 
nations if they had any authority to set 
up an army, which I doubt. Perhaps 
the Council's action is onlr a recommen
dation. Is this in fact an international 
army, or is it only a loose grouping of 
various national armies? To whom are 
the American divisions responsible after 
they are asisgned to this army? Do 
they take orders only from General 
Eisenhower, or do they take orders from 
General Marshall or General Collins? 
Can General Eisenhower overrule the 
Joint Chiefs of Stat! on questions of mil
itary strategy, or are they to be superior 
to him? 

Mr. SALTONSTALL. Mr. President, 
will the Senator yield? 

Mr. TAFT. I shall be glad to yield 
for a question. I do not wish to break 
up my remarks unduly. 

Mr. SALTONSTALL. Before the 
Senator leaves the question of the num
ber of divisions, let me inquire if he 
heard the testimony of General Eisen
hower, or read his testimony, before the 
Armed Services Committee in which he 
said, in answer to a question by the 
Senator from Nebraska, that he believed 
the Europeans would furnish the bulk of 
the land forces in Europe. 

Mr. TAFT. The only quotation I saw, 
and that was in the newspapers, was that 
the United States would provide a minor 
fraction and not a major fraction. Per
haps he used those words before the 
House committee. But he says "the 
bulk," whatever that may mean. Pos
sibly it means 60 or 70 or 75 percent. I 
do not know what "bulk" means. But 
there is no question that General Eisen
hower stated that we are at least not to 
put up a majority, but how much less 
than a majority I think remains in 
doubt. 

Mr. SALTONSTALL. I think it is a 
very substantial part of the Army. 

Mr. TAFT. However, the Senator is 
not able to tell me what branches are 
involved. 

Mr. SALTONSTALL. No; that was 
not specifically stated. 

Mr. TAFT. Mr. President, in all my 
experience in Washington I have never 
seen an important program so confused 
and uncertain. Yet we are to be asked 
to pass upon it within the next few 
weeks. 

In that connection, Mr. President, I 
should like to r~ad a quotation from TlD 

Economist of January 13, 1951, as 
follows: 

The machinery of the Atlantic Pact, now 
nearly 2 years old, remains for the layman 
as mysterious, incoherent, and confusing as 
ever. "There was a time when no one out
side the organization could understand what 
went on inside," so a distinguished adviser 
at the Brussels meeting of the Atlantic 
Council was heard to mutter. "But," he con
tinued sadly, "now no one inside can under
stand either." 

Mr. President, this is secret diplomacy 
with a vengeance. It seems to me that 
there was a definite plan, but that the 
administration is deliberately concealing 
its nature, or delaying its completion, be
cause it is afraid Congress will not con
sider the detailed proposal as practical, 
fair, or desirable. 

So far as I can see at the moment, 
Congress is going to be asked to set up a 
great Armed Force of 3,500,000 American 
boys and give the President car-:;3 blanche 
to do anything with them which he 
wishes to do. If he claims that he had 
the power to send troops to Korea, he 
must be claiming the right without ap
proval of Congress to send them to any 
other country in the world if that coun
try is attacked by another country. He 
apparently claims authority to assign 
them to any foreign commander, or to 
any international force which he ap
proves. This is a straight demand for 
simple dictatorship and a claim of power 
which no President has ever had in time 
of peace. 

Let the administration submit this 
project in definite form. We cannot in
telligently pass on it otherwise. With
out this we cannot intelligently pass on 
the size of our Armed Forces, our draft 
laws, or our tax laws. I can hear cries 
now that a definite plan would reveal top 
secrets to the enemy. I can only say that 
within 1 week from the time the size of 
the Army, and the proportion and size 
of the American contribution is fixed, 
every columnist in the United States 
will know what it is and discuss it in 
his columns. 
2. IS THE PRESIDENT TO HAVE UNLIMITED POWER 

TO ACT WITHOUT APPROVAL OF CONGRESS, OR 

ARE THE PEOPLE THEMSELVES TO HAVE A VOICE 
IN DECIDING THE EXTENT AND NATURE OF THIS 

REVOLUTION ARY PROGRAM? 

I do not think that the American peo
ple have ever faced a more serious con
stitutional issue, or one which in the 
end may present a greater threat to its 
freedom. The framers of the Constitu
tion provided expressly that only Con
gress can do certain things, and we find 
these powers in section 8 of article 1 : 

To declare war, grant letters of marque and 
reprisal, and to make rules concerning cap
tures on land and water; 

To raise and support armies, but no appro
priation of money to that use shall be for 
a longer term than 2 years. 

That reflects a certain and definite 
suspicion of setting up a great permanent 
military force. 

To provide and maintain a navy; 

The Constitution also provides that 
the President shall have power to make 
treaties but only "by and with the ad
vice and consent of the Senate provided 
two-thirds of the Senators present con
cur." 

The President's relation to the Army is 
stated only in section 2 of article II: 

The President shall be Commander in 
Chief cf the Army and Navy of the United 
States. 

What possible basis is there for the 
claim that the President can enter into 
an agreement with foreign nations to set 
up an integrated international army un
der a centralized command, and to com
mit a certain number of American troops 
to that army without the approval of 
Congress? 

It may be said he has acquired more 
power from the Atlantic Pact. But I 
think it is fully agreed now that the At
lantic Treaty did not commit us to the 
providing of any troops whatsoever and_ 
that under article 11 of the Pact the 
carrying out of the provisions of the 
Treaty must be in accordance with the 
respective constitutional processes of the 
country concerned. The Foreign Rela
tions Committee of the Senate stated ex
pressly that the Treaty did not increase,_ 
decrease, or change the power of the 
President as Commander in Chief of the 
Armed Forces, or impair the full au
thority of Congress to declare war. It 
is clear, therefore, that the President 
must look to his constitutional powers 
for the agreements that he has made or 
is proposing to make and thP-re are no 
such constitutional powers. 

Certainly an obligation to furnish 
armed forces to an integrated force for 
the defense of other countries has all 
the dignity of a treaty, and certainly it 
is not within the President's power as 
Commander in Chief. 

Mr. CAIN. Mr. President, will the 
Senator yield? 

Mr. TAFT. I yield. 
Mr. CAIN. The distinguished Sen

ator from Ohio certainly could help my 
thinking, if he would. On January 8, 
1951, the President of the United States 
addressed a joint session of Congress. 
On that occasion the President was very 
positive in what he said. I would deeply 
appreciate the reaction of the Senator 
from Ohio to the cbservation made in 
very positive form by the President of 
the United States, in which he indicated 
to us and the American people that he 
had reason to believe that NATO mili
tary plans were in existence. He said: , 

Together we have worked out defense 
plans. The military -leaders of our own 
country took part in working out these 
plans, and are agreed that they are -sound 
and within our capabilities. 

To put these plans !nto action, we sent 
to Europe last week one of our greatest 
military commanders, Gen. Dwight D. 
Eisenhower. 

General Eisenhower went to Europe to as
sume command of the united forces of the 
North Atlantic Treaty countries, including 
our own forces in Germany. To ma:\{e rules for the government and reg

ulation of the land and naval forces. Against what the President said -so 
There are other powers relating to clearly and in such concrete fashion on 

calling out, organizing, arming, and dis- January 8, I hope the Senator fr~m Ohio 
ciplining the militia. / will give us his reaction as to where and 
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in wha,; form he thinks such plans actu
ally are. 

Mr. TAFT. Frankly, I do not know. 
General Eisenhower testified before com
mittees of both Houses of Congress, and 
either he did not know or he did not say. 
I understand he was asked what his own 
status -v.as. He said he did not know. I 
think the Senator is correct. At least 
an official statement was issued in Brus
sels announcing that General Eisen- · 
hower had been appointed by the coun
cil. Whether the council had the right 
to make the appointment may be open 
to question. At least, that is the posi
tion he occupies. In any event, he did 
not seem to be certain of it himself. 

Mr. CAIN. If I may, I should like to 
make one observation. I think the great 
contradiction in the minds of Members 
of Congress and the American people 
today is simply that the President of the 
United States on the 8th of Ja.nuary said 
that American military minds, _in con
cert with their friends across the sea, 
had actually drafted a concerted plan 
of action for the future, and that Gen
eral E-isenhower had gone to Europe to 
activate it. When General Eisenhower 
returned he said, as a very honest and 
frank individual, that he would not be 
able for some time to discuss in any de
tail any comprehensive, integrated plan 
for action in Europe, because at the 
moment one does not exist. He went so 
far as to say, "Please encourage me in 
what I want to do. I want to come back 
in about 6 months, and perhaps then I 
~an begin to answer your very legitimate 
questions." If there is an integrated, 
comprehensive military plan for NATO 
and Western Europe, as the President 
has said exists and General Eisenhower 
has said is only in vague and prelim
inary form, no one has yet produced it 
for study by the Congress or the Nation. 

Mr. TAFT. I have no objection to 
following such a course, provided the 
Senate is not asked next week to give the 
President unlimited power to send troops 
or to make any agreement regarding an 
international army. That seems to me 
to be the problem which we shall have to 
face in another week, without a single 
idea of what the plan is. I thought that 
perhaps the President was referring to a 
detailed military plan. Of course, we in 
Congress cannot determine where we · 
are going to def end Europe, or anything 
of that kind. 

However, it seems to ine that we have 
before us the ·constitutional question of 
what it is that we are going to be asked 
to do. In other words, what is the na
ture of it? Are we going to commit 
troops to an international army, to serve 
under an international command? It so 
happens that the present commander in 
chief is an American. He could very 
well be a foreign general. The council 
would have the right to appoint some
one else in General Eisenhower's place, 
if it wished to do so. My own feeling is 
that the whole subjeGt is shr.ouded in un
certainty. If we are to pass on the sub
ject it sliould be reduced to certain gen
eral and definite principles so that we 
can consider it 'on its merits. 

Mr. BREWSTER. Mr. President, will 
the Senator · y·ield? 

Mr. TAFT. I yield to the Senator 
from Maine. 

Mr. BREWSTE:i.t. Bearing on the 
status of General Eisenhower, he was 
quoted in London-and I presume he 
was quoted accurately-as portraying 
himself, I trust somewhat facetiously, as 
only one-twelfth an American. I took 
it to apply to his status under the Coun
cil, to the effect that he recognized a re
sponsibility, by implication, to 11 9ther 
countries. Is th'e Senator from Ohio 
familiar with that statement? 

Mr. TAFT. No; I am not certain of 
it. However, the Brussels Council issued 
a communique saying that it had ap
pointed General Eisenhower to head the 
army. That was what the communique 
said. I assume that is the authority un
der which the general is acting. 

Certainly it seems also clear that as 
Commander in Chief he cannot delegate 
his command to a foreign government, 
or to 10 foreign governments, without 
the approval of Congress which has full 
power to make rules for the Government 
and regulation of the land and naval 
forces. 

With regard to the sending of troops 
to Europe without any commitment no 
doubt the President has power to send 
divisions to occupy Germany, which it is 
our obligation to police and defend. But 
it can hardly be claimed that this power 
would justify sending more than two or 
three additional divisions. I have here
tofore stated my opinion that the Presi
dent cannot send an army to defend 
one country against another country 
which is attacked in the absence of any 
treaty, because it clearly involves us in 
war. Many cases have been cited against 
that view, because the President has 
actually landed troops in many coup.
tries in the past. In every case, how
ever, the action was taken to protect 
American citizens or American property. 
and in no case has it been maintained 
that the President can even involve this 
country in war unless it is attacked. 

There may be an argument that under 
the Atlantic Treaty if one of the Atlantic 
Pact nations is attacked, the President 
could send troops to defend it, but un
der article 11 of the treaty, it seems 
clear to me that the President's power 
to carry out the treaty is dependent upon 
a declaration of war by the Congress 
because clearly such action of the Presi
dent would involve us in war. That 
roughly speaking, is the test as to the 
sendfog of troops abroad. 

I do not say that the· congress by reso
lution or the Senate by the adoption of 
a treaty may not authorize the President 
to involve us in war without a congres
sional declaration of war. That cer
tainly is a debatable question, but I do 
say without qualification that neither 
the Congress nor the Senate has given 
any such authority to the President. A 
somewhat similar authority was con
templated under the United Nations 
Charter, which was approved as a treaty. 
but the actual authority to send soldiers 
to an international army was limited by 
article 43 to the terms of a special agree
ment, and Congress provided that that 
agreement . must be suJ:!ject to approval 
by Congress. 

Any other view means that the Presi
dent today would have power to involve 
the United States in war in any section 
of the world in his unlimited and arbi
trary discretion, and that Congress in 
creating a great American Armed Force 
of 3,500,000 men and drafting every boy 
of 18 for that purpose is completely with
out power to limit the President's arbi
trary discretion. Merely to state this 
proposition should arouse the undying 
opposition ... of every man who believes in 
the maintenance in this country of gov-
ernment by the people. · 

It is rather interesting to note in Win-· 
ston Churchill's second volume, Their 
Finest Hour, the reference to the opinion 
of Franklin D. Roosevelt on his own 
powers in this field. Mr. Roosevelt had 
written a letter to Monsieur Reynaud, 
the Premier of France, which Mr. 
Churchill thought could be construed 
as an agreement for America to join the 
French and British Governments in 
their defense against German aggres
sion. Mr. Roosevelt hastened to dis
avow this conclusion, and Mr. Churchill 
in his book says that Roosevelt "then 
said he had told Ambassador Kennedy 
to inform me that his message of the 
fourteenth was in no sense intended .to 
commit, and it did not commit the Gov .. 
e_rnment of the United States to military 
participation. There was no authority 
under the American Constitution except 
Congress which could make any com
mitment of that nature." 

On February 15, 1848, Abraham Lin
coln wrote his law partner, William H. 
Herndon, with reference to Polk's use of 
the Army against Mexico. 

Mr. McMAHON. Mr. President. will 
the Senator yield? 

Mr. TAFT. I yield to the Senator 
from Connecticut. 

Mr. McMAHON. The Senator from 
Ohio realizes, of course, that there was 
a different situation at that time. The 
President was assuring the Prime Minis
ter and Mr. Reynaud that he could not 
commit troops to the war which was 
actually going on. The Senator realizes 
that the situation to which we arr now 
ref erring is the business of putting troops 
there for the purpose of keeping the 
peace, and not to engage in conflict. 

Mr. TAFT. Let me read what Abra
ham Lincoln said: 

Allow the President to invade a neighbor
ing nation whenever he shall deem it neces
sary to repel an invasion, and you allow him 
to do so whenever he may choose to say he 
deems it necessary for such purpose, and 
you allow him to make war at pleasure. 
Study to see if you can fix any limit to his 
power in this respect. If today he should 
choose to say he thinks it necessary to in
vade Canada to prevent the British from 
invading us, how could you stop him? You 
may say to him, "I see no probability of the 
British invading us"; but he will say to you, 
"'Be silent: I see it, if you don't." * * • 

The provision of the Constitution giving 
the war-making power to Congress was dic
tated, as I understand it, by the following 
reasons; Kings had always .been involving 
and impoveris~ing their people in wars, pre
tending generally, 1f not always, that the 
good of the people was the object. This our 
convention understood to be the most op
pressive of all kingly oppressions, and they 
resolved to so frarp.e t ... ie Constitution that 
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no one man should hold t.he power of bring
ing this oppression upon us. But your view 
destroys the whole matter, and places our 
President where kings have always stood. , 

It is argued that no one can stop the 
Commander in Chief from sending the 
Army anywhere he wants to send it. 
This argu!Ilent only goes to his power. 
not to his right. If he has not the right. 
Congress can properly restrain him by · 
law or resolution. 

It is suggested the Congress should 
grant general authority to act in Europa 
because any such authority will be wisely 
Used. Our experience in Korea does not 
support any such conclusion. 

The confusion which surrounds the 
Brussels agreement raises the question 
whether the administration is trying to 
a void congressional action by denying 
the existence of any agreement. I have 
pointed out that I do not think the 
President can send troops to Europe for 
the ·defense of Europe without congres
sional approval, even in the absence of 
a binding agreement. Apart from ·his 
right to contribute troors tu an inter
national army, however, it would cer
tainly be most unwise to do so without 
a binding agreement. Surely, if we are 
going to participate in an international 
army for the defense of Western Eu .. 
rope, we want to be sure that the other 
nations will provide most of the soldiers. 
Before we send any troops, we should 
certainly have a binding contract to that 
effect from these other nations. Gen
eral Eisenhower's speeches were both 
directed to the proposition that these 
nations are willing to undertake the 
principal burden of their own defense. 
In his broadcast, he said: "The Euro
pean nations must, of course. -produce 
and maintain the great bulk of the land 
forces necessary to their defense." He 
said: "By no means do I believe that we 
Americans can support the world tnili
tarily or economically. In our own in
terest we must insist upon a working 
partnership with every nation making 
the common security its task of fin:t 
priority." In other words, if there is 
not an agreement, there ought to be an 
agreement. Whether thP-re is or not, the 
project and any such agreement, are 
only. lawful if approved by congressional 
action-not by any mere Senate resolu
tion expressing the sense of the Sen
ate, but by legislation in the form of 
a bill or joint resolution. _ 

There is one final reason why this 
should be done. It is stated clearly in 
the report of the Senate Foreign Rela
tions Committee on the Atlantic Treaty 
where proyision is made for the ratifica
tion or the carrying out of the treaty 
by the constitutional processes of the 
country involved: 

It has been questioned 'whether a treaty 
subordinating action to the constitutional 
principles of 12 democratic nations offers 
sufficient certainty and immediacy of action 
effectively to deter aggression. The com.:. 
mittee is convinced that it does. The ex.;. 
pression of the will of a whole people offers 
far more certainty than · any commitment 
by a dictator. 

Mr. McMAHON. Mr. President, will 
the Sena.tor yield? 

Mr. TAFT. I yield to the Senator 
from Connecticut. 

Mr. McMAHON. Am I correct in my 
recollection that the Senator from Ohio 
was quoted in the press as saying that 
he would be in favor of a limited number 
of American d1visions? 

Mr. TAFT. Yes; I am coming to that, 
· I believe very strongly in the neces ... 
sity of this Government carrying out its 
promises lawfully made. Whatever pro
ject may be approved by Congress, 
whether I agree with it or not, will have 
my support in future years. But if the 
President undertakes . to make promises 
which he has no right to make, I feel 
no obligation to support those promises. 
There will never be unity behind the pro
posal unless it is constitutionally ap
proved. The only path to unity is to 
obtain the approval of Congress to ~ 
definite program or agreement relating 
to the use of American armies in Europe 
in time of peace. 

I therefore intend, if any general reso
lution is brought in, to support the 
Wherry resolution, and also to offer a 
further amendment providing that no 
agreement relating to the furnishing of 
American troops to an integrated Euro
pean army formed under the Atlantic 
Pact shall be valid until it is approved 
by Congress. I do not mean to propose 
that every military detail be contai~ed 
in such an agreement, but certainly the 
size of the army and the basis of na
tional contributions should be clearly 
specified. These facts will under no cir .. 
cumstances remain military secrets, and 
they form the.very basis of the character 
of the entire project, and of every other 
major proposal before Congress. 
3. TO WHAT EXTENT DO WE ALL AGREE 01~ CER• 

TAIN FUNDAMENTAL PRINCIPLES RELATING TO 
COMMUNIST AGGRESSION IN THE WORLD, AND 
IN PARTICULAR TO EUROPE? 

There have been a good many mis .. 
·understandings with regard to the issues 
which we here face, and as the distin
guished Senator from Massachusetts 
[Mr. LODGE] nas pointed out, there are 
many areas of agreement. 

A. No one is proposing that we abandon 
Europe or run out o~ Europe or invite 
the Communi::::ts to take over Europe. 
We have assisted Western Europe con~ 
tinuously for many years. We helped 
many of the countries by lend-lease dur
ing the war. Many loans and grants were 
made after the war. Under ECA, billions 
have been freely given in unprecedented 
generosity to build up the economic life 
and the industrial potentiality of 
Western Europe so that today produc
tion is approximately 40 percent over pre
war. We have appropriated billions to 
provide armament with which these 
nations may defend themselves, and no 
one has questioned that principle since 
it was adopted by Congress in the Mutual 
Defense Assistance Act of 1949. 

B. We have entered into the Atlantic 
Treaty under which we have agreed to go 
to wa~ if ·any nation attacks a member 
of the pact. No one is even considering 
a withdrawal from .that obligation. I 
certainly believe in carrying out the 
promises we have made; I did so even 
when I voted against making them. . This 
means also that, if. Russia or any of its 
satellites in Eastern Germany, Poland, or 
Czechoslovakia attacks Germany we will 

go to war with the aggressor: The Senate 
Foreign Relations Committee in its re
port on the' Nortfi Atlantic ·Treaty says: 

It should be noted that Germany receives 
so;..1e protection since the treaty covers armed 
attack upon occupation forces. 

One question does arise which perhaps 
should be determined .by the members of 
the Atlantic Pact. If East Germany or 
Poland attacks the occupied zones in 
Germany or any of the pact nations, do 
wt: go to war with the satellite which 
makes the attack, or do we regard such 
an attack as an attack by Russia itself 
involving a war with Russia? Should we 
give a definite notificatfon to Russia that 
an attack by certain countries will be 
regarded as an attack by Russia itself? 
Such a notification might be a deterrent 
to the beginning of a limited war in Ger
many which in the end would almost 
c3rtainly lead to general war anyway. 
The Atlantic Pact na~ions should adopt 
some pdlicy also regarding an attacl{ oli 
Yugoslavia so that snap judgment is not 
taken at svme midnight conference. 

C. There is no doubt that the freedom 
of Europe is of vital interest to. the United 
Stat~s. There would be a much greater 
threat to our own liberty if Western 
Europe were conquered by Soviet Russia. 
No one questions that conc!usion and, of 
course, it is the only justification for 
spending billions on ECA, and on arma
ment for Eur0pe, and for the agreement 
to go to war if Europe is attacked. It 
does r.ot follow, however, that because 
we desire the freedom of every country 
in the world we must send an American 
land army to that country to defend it. 
Western Europe, after all, has more 
people in it than we have in the United 
States and is completely able to defend 
itself if we furnish the armament and 
if it desires to do so. 

There is a good deal of confm:ion as to 
exactly what would happen to Europe 
in case Russia should attack, and argu
ments have been made on behalf of this 
program on the theory that in some way 
Europe would be entirely taken over by 
the Communists, and that that would 
involve the rest of the world. If Russia 
should attack, obviously there would at 
once be a general war. We would be 
engaged in bombing the Russian bases. 
Any army, whether we contributed 
troops to it or not, would probably have 
to retreat to the Rhine and make a stand 
there against Russian aggression. Eng
land and France and Germany west of 
the Rhine presumably would be bombed 
by the Russians, and Russia and Eastern 
Germany by the Allies. If France were 
overrun as they were by the Germans, 
this · time presumably a Free French 
Government would retreat to Africa and 
continue to perform its obligations under 
the Atlantic Pact. It is inconceivable 
to me that the Russians could conquer 
Great Britain. I see ho reason to sup .. 
pose that the industrial potentiality or 
the skilled labor o{ ali Western Europe~ 
which have been stressed so much
would be at any time available to Soviet 
Russia. , In case of war, much of the in
dustrial power might be destroyed in 
Russia, Germany, and France. We 
know that after the last war only the tre
mendous assistance of the United States 
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and the ECA brought about the restora- · 
tion of industrial power. 

Nor does it follow because of a Rus
sian success on the Continent that we 
would be cut off from any raw materials, 
either .in the Belgian Congo or in Indo
nesia. In short, General Eisenhow:er 
and the Senator from Illinois [Mr. 
DouGLAS] and John Gunther somewhat· 
exaggerate the danger of an unsuccessful' 
war in Europe. But I fully · agree that 
we are vitally concerned with the con
tinued freedom of England, France, 
Italy, and the other Atlantic Pact coun
tries, as well as Germany. 

It is certainly vitally important that 
we do not exhaust 0ur resources on a 
vast land army in Europe and neglect 
to any extent the sea and air power and. 
the supporting armed troops necessary 
to protect these sources of raw material 
upon which General Eisenhower lays so 
much stress. But it can be said that 
the serious diff el'ence regarding the im
portance of the defense of Western 
Europe is the extent to which the estab
lishment of a great international army 
with many American divisions is effec
tive for that purpose during the inter
mediate period, and whether it commits 
the American people to something be
yond their power of fulfillment. 

Mr. McFARLAND. Mr. President, will 
the Senator yield? 

Mr. TAFT. I yield. 
Mr. McFARLAND. I should like to 

ask the Senator from Ohio if the opin
ions he has expressed in regard to the 
military situation are based upon advice 
given to him by military men; or are 
they his own personal opinions? 

Mr. TAFT. What particular opinion 
does the general-I mean the Senator 
from Arizona-wish to ask me about? 

Mr. McFARLAND. I disclaim being a 
general. I know we have many "gen:-" 
erals" on the ft.oar, "experts" in regard 
to military matters, but I disclaim any
thing like that. I giv~ the Senator from 
Ohio credit for being one. 

Mr. TAFT. I have talked to a good 
many generals, some of very high rank. 
We have received advice from military 
critics. I certainly have not ventured 
to go into anything but the most general 
principles in asserting any military opin
ion in this connection. I do not know 
what the Senator from Arizona has in 
mind. 

Mr. McFARLAND. The Senator just 
stated that if Europe was involved in a 
war with Russia we would al3o be in
volved in it. 

l\1r. TAFT. We would be at war with 
them. We would be fighting. 

Mr. McFARLAND. That would be 
true regardless of whether we had troops 
there or whether we did not have troops 
there. The Senator concedes that; does 
he not? 

Mr. TAFT. Yes. 
Mr. McFARLAND. Then, the Senator 

from Ohio proceeds to outline what the 
military situa';ion would be, and what 
would be the result of such a war if it 
should break out. I was wondering if 
the Senator was giving his own personal 
opinion as to those matters or whether 
it was based upon the advice of military 
experts. 

XCVII-71 

Mr. TAFT. The only opinion I re
member off hand expressing was that if 
there were such a war, it would involve 
bombing on both sides, and to a large 
extent the destruction of the industrial 
potential of Europe, the use of which 
by Russia was one of the things held up 
to us as being completely fatal in a war 
between Russia and the United States. 
I simply suggest that if war should start 
that industrial potential would probably 
never be available to the Russians. 

Mr. McFARLAND. Is that the opin
ion of the military men, or is that the 
Senator's personal opinion? 

Mr. TAFT. No; I do not think that 
is particularly a military question. We 
saw what happened in the last war. We 
know that when the war ended the in
dustries of France and of England were 
unable to go ahead without many bil
lions of dollars from the United States-· 
amounts which Russia probably could 
never furnish. That is a mere conclu
sion. That particular conclusion I 
formed for myself. As to where and 
when fighting might take place, I have 
talked to some generals. 

Mr. McFARLAND . • I merely wanted 
to know what the source of the Senator's 
opinion was. 

Mr. TAFT. -Does the Senator from 
Arizona question my conclusion? 

Mr. McFARLAND. I am not ques
tioning it, nor am I conceding it. I am 
not setting myself up as a general-a 
term the Senator has just applied to me. 
Yes; I might question the Senator's con
clusion. I might question some of the 
things the Senator has to say. But I 
would not want to set myself up as a mili
tary expert or a "general," by which. 
term the Senator has just addressed me. 
I believe it takes a military expert to pass 
upon many of the questions the Senator 
is speaking about in his address today. · 

Mr. TAFT. Mr. President, so far as 
I know, I have not tried to establish any 
great military principles which are not 
accepted generally by everybody writing 
on military or cognate subjects. I do 
not know that I have laid down any gen
eral principles that will not command 
respect, so far as the military aspects of 
the situatio'n are concerned. Like the 
Senator from Arizona, I do not venture 
into detailed pred::ction of what military 
operations are to be undertaken. 

D. Of course, there is now general 
agreement that control of the sea and air 
is our primary field in war with Russia; 
and that we cannot also assume the 
major burden of any great land army. 
Tt .. at is clearly stated lJy General Eisen~ 
hower. Control of air, sea, and the 
Eurasian Continent is probably beyond 
our power. If we commit ourselves to 
more than we can carry out, we weaken 
the whole Nation and we weaken the 
effectiveness of every branch of the 
armed services including our sea and air 
forces. 

If we provide sea and air support pluS 
,all of the equipm·ent required for land 
.forces, plus five divisions of land troops, 
we will certainly be doing 50 ·percent of 
the entire job. Unl~ss these nations to
gether are willing to defend themselves 
by providing the other 50 percent, I do 
not believe that any integrated army 

could be successful. If we provided half 
of that land army, our total share in the 
entire operation would probably run up · 
to 80 percent. We do not want to find 
ourselves again as in Korea, doing sub
stantially the entire job, because we can
not possibly do it. 

E. There is general agreement that 
the whole project is dependent upon sub
stantial action by European nations and 
by high morale. May I say that I have 
never questioned that morale. The dis
tinguished Senator from Illinois [Mr. 
DouGLAS] based most of his criticism of 
my speech on the theory that I said that 
the European nations would not fight. 
Others have indicated thejr doubt on 
this subject, and even General Eisen
hower does not seem to be certain; but 
I saic! nothing to indicate any belief on 
my part that England and France were 
not vitally interested in their own de
fense. I am glad to have General Eisen
hower's assurance that their morale is 
steadily increasing. I notice, however, 
that he is not completely certain. He 
said, "We must make sure that the heart 
and soul of Europe is ripe. That is one 
of the obligations certainly that is im
posed upon me and my staff.,, In other 
words, there is still something to be done 
in the future in this field. His whole 
report is an expression of hope, and a 
hope that I feel confident will be justi
fied; but he spends part of his time ex
plaining why France is completely occu
pied in Indochina, and why any further 
sacrifices impose a reduction in their 
standard of living, already low. In any 
event, I am quite willing to accept the 
principle that Europe is ready to go 
ahead; but I do i:asist upon definite 
promises from them as to the part which 
they will play in the project. 

F. There is general agreement that 
this country can overcommit itself and 
thereby weaken its whole economic 
structure and interfere not only with 
our morale, but with the important func
tion of providing equipment for Europe. 
General Eisenhower repeatedly says that 
we cannot carry the world on our shoul
ders like Atlas. The General Staff, I 
think, clearly recognizes that there is 
a practical limit to our Armed Forces. 
They have rejected the idea of 6,000,000 
men, as proposed by the Senator from 
Illinois [Mr. DouGLAS], and have fixed 
a goal of 3,500,000 men. I have said 
myself that I believe 3,000,000 is about 
the limit that we can wisely provide for 
a permanent standing army, navy, and 
air force over a long p~riod of years. 
The present estimate is that this force 
of 3,500,000 men will cost us $40,000, .. 
OG0,000 in cash in fiscal 1952, but that 
the cost will increase. I think we can 
assume that it will increase to at least 
$55,000,000,000 a year for several years, 
which means a total expenditure on the 
President's budget, including nondefense 
expenditures, of $85,000,000,000. Even 
with great economy in nondefepse ex
penditures, the budget would be $80,-
000,000,000 and would require $25,000,
COO,OOO more in taxes. Even now the 
President does not dare to recommend 
taxes to meet the $71,000,000,000 ex
penditure which he proposes. I do not 
see how we can today raise taxes beyond, 
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say, about $65,000,000,000 a year without 
hardship and injustice and danger to 
tlle economy of the country. Whatever 
the amount, there is a general agree
ment that some limit on our · commit
ments must be imposed either by the 
President or Congress. · I believe it 
should be by Congress, that it is our con
stitutional duty to decide that question. 
4. IS THE PROGRAM A WISE PROGRAM AND, IF SO, 
SHOULD ITS LIMITATIONS BE CLEARLY STATED? 

For these reasons and for other · rea
sons . stated in my speech of January 5, 
I am opposed in principle to undertak
ing a land force on the continent of 
Europe. A~ I stated then, however, we 
do have two divisions already in Europe; 
and l would not object to a few more 
divisions, simply to show the Europeans 
that we are interested and wili partici
pate in the more difficult job of )and 
warfare while we carry out also our 
larger obligations. ~his is particularly 
true because the President has gone so 
far in his unauthorized promises that a 
withdr.awal now will affect badly the 
morale of the European's interest in his 
own defense. 

I can restate briefly my objections to 
any large .American participation in an 
integrated European aqny. · 

A. .I believe that the formation of 
such an army and its Jocation in Ger
many along the iron curtain line, par
ticularly one · headed by an American 
general and dependent primarily on 
American strength, is bound to . have an 
aggressive aspect to thu Russians . . We 
would be going a long way from home, 
and very close to the Russian border. 
If we merely help France arm in France 
and England arm in England, it is hard 
to see how Russia could object; put a 
great army in Germany is undoubtedly 
a threat to their present dominion. Of 
course our purposes . are purely . def en
sive, but . a first-class defensive army 
must also be ari· offensive army. Today, 
armies do not stand still-either one 
advances or the other advances. Russia 
cannot reasonably fear from this pro
posed army an attack on Moscow; but 
if the army can hold the Russian Army 
at all, it could make advances into the 
eastern zones of Germany or Austria, 
or Czechoslovakia or Poland. It has · 
therefore seemed to me that the forma
tion of this army is more an incitement 
to Russia to go to war, rather than a 
deterrent. They have not been deterred 
by land soldiers up to this time because 
there have been no land soldiers; anq if 
they have been deterred at all it has 
been through our Air Force and the pow
er to drop atom bombs on Russia. If 
Russia is contemplating a military attack 
in Western Europe, why does not the 
present plan give them an incentive to 
attack at once, or in 1952? Apparently 
it will take at least 2 years to provide 40 
divisions, and no one thinks that is 
enough. On the other hand, if Russia 
is not contemplating a military attack, 
this proposal might incite it to do so, 
when otherwise a gradual increase in 
strength could be achieved among West
ern European nations without danger of 
war. I have repeatedly asked the. ques
tion with reference to this temporary 
period of 2 or 3 years during which we 

are building up an army ·on· the borders 
of Russia, before it is su:tncient in the 
opinion of military experts to withstand 
a Russian attack: If Russia is planning 
a military attack at any time in . the 
future, why will they wait during this 
period? 

B. The whole defense program seems 
a very hazy one to a layman and I know 
it is considered by many military experts 
to be impracticable as far as the defense 
of Germany east of the Rhine is con
cerned. It is useless to talk about de
f ending the line of the Elbe, because the 
Russian zone, with strong military posi
tions, extends halfway from the Elbe to 
the Rhine already. Today it is within 
approximately so· miles, I think, of Dus
seldorf. A 'defense of Europe to the 
Rhine means that Russia will control 
the Ruhr and much of Germany's in
dustry. To defend completely the 
British and American zones and Den
mark would apparently. require at least 
75 divisicms, and no one. is proposing to 
develop that number. Therefore, it 
seems '!..lseless to talk about the defense 
of large sections Df Western Germany 
for a good many years tc come, or to 
expect the Germans to participate until 
a much larger number of divisions are 
available than now seem to be in sight. 
That appears to be the position of the 
Adenauer government. The defense of 
Germany at the Rhine would endanger 
Holland and place France, Belgium, and 
England themselves in easy reach of 
Russian short-distance bombs, s.nd per
haps of the atom bomb itself. I am not 
at all a defeatist as to the ultimate abil
ity of Europe to defend itself, but I 
would ryref er to wait until each of these 
countries has built up a very consider
able force of its own, and until Germany 
is independent and arming itself, before 
we attempt to establish a military posi
tion with an integrated army. 

C. When it is po~sible to do that, how
ever, ther~ is still ::i, question in my mind 
whether . we should even then commit 
any consider-able number of American 
forces to· that European army. The 
effect of it is to commit us to a major 
war on the continent of Em:;ope against 
Russia, and that will inevitably be the 
major project to which most of our 
limited resouJ:ces will have to be devoted. 
The larger the force we station there, 
the more we are committed to fighting 
such a war to the Litter end in Europe 
and putting more of our energy into that 
part of the cont~st, postponing or neg
lecting the job that ought to be done 
elsewhere to assure our raw materials 
and lines cf communication. We would 
be fighting Russia on a battlefield most 
favorable t'J them, and one where we 
would always be outnumbered in man
power. It is said repeatedly that wars 
can only be won by land soldiers. That 
may be true, bnt it is no longer abso
lutely certain. It was complete control 
of sea and air which enabled us to take 
over the smaller islands of the Pacific, 
and it was the same control which en
abled us to take over Japan without 
landing a soldier. Possibly a third 
world war could be won from the air. 
It is also doubtful whether a victorious 
nation gains inuch from physical occu-

pation after destroying the industries of 
the vanquished. Possibly in the end, 
Mr. President, we might decide that the 
only way to win a war is to build again 
an army of 10,000,000 men and march 
to Moscow; but certainly we cannot have 
any such army in being at the beginning 
of the war, and it may never be neces
sary. Our military authorities are too 
apt to think that a third world war will 
be just like the .Second World War; but 
a new war is never like the one that pre
ceded it. 

D. Finally, I believe that the under
taking of a project in Europe which is 
not strictly limited would lead to .a con
stant demand for a larger and larger 
land army. Senator Douglas evidently 
realizes that to carry out the project 
would require 6,000,000 meri under 
arms, as he proposes, instead of the 
3,500,000, which the administration is 
now asking for. The Army plan is for 
1,400,000 men, or .27 divisions, in · the 
Unit_ed States-the total land .army of 
the United States. It seems to me it 
would be µnsafe to station a large pro
portion of that army in Europe. We 
require troops in this country to protect 
us against· attack ~rom · the air, and we 
r~quire troops in Alaska and in the Far 
East. There should certainly be mobile 
forces to protect air bases in Africa and 
elsewhere iri the world and to go to the 
assistance of other natl.ans which request 
assistance if the project J.s important 
and prac_tic~l. If we are going to· have 
to station 15 di'\:'.isions in Europe, we 
probably nee!i closer to 45 divisions over
€1-ll ip. our Army, instead of 2t That 
would add another 'i,000,000 -men and 
perhaps· $13,000,000,000 for maintenance 
i;i,nd equipment. 

At present the administration is trying 
to. play down the requirements of this 
program and, of course, is not even tell
ing us what the program is, at least 
beyond the year 1951. We have seen 
this process constantly repeated. We 
were told that Bretton Woods would 
solve the financial problems of Europe. 
Within a few months it became apparent 
that the British loan was necessary. 
That was followed by other aid, and then 
by the Marshall plan. In every case the 
next step was said to be essential in order 
to maintain the morale of · i:urope 
against . communism. Then came the 
Atlantic Pact, our obligation to .go to 
war, and the commitment of small sums 
to the .arming of European countries. 
-Then the appropriations for arms had 
to be quadrupled. Now we are told 
that the morale of Europe will collapse 
unless we send at least three or four 
more divisions in 1951. So long as we 
encourage the idea of constantly increas
ing aid to Europe, and do not pin down 

. the s.ize of the European army and the 
extent of the contributions of the Euro
pean nations, there will be every year 
a new demand aga.ln urged as essential 
to save the value of all that has been 
done before. It seems to me that we 
should definitely ·notify the European 
n~tions .the limit of what we can do so 
that they may make their plans on that 
basis. There is this tremendous differ
ence today over the past. What we 
are proposin~ .to do stretches the capacity 
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of the people of the United States to the 
very limit in 1951 and many years there
after. The program, even on its present 
scale, proposes to take all 18-year-old 
boys for 27 months service in the Army, 
while General Eisenhower is praising 
France highly for instituting universal 
service for 18 months. We have the 
lion's share of the job of producing 
munitions, and we are short of man
power for that purpose. We cannot 
upset our system by taxes so heavy as 
to interfere with that job. We hear 
much of the need of bolstering up the 
morale of Europe. The tremendous 
taxes and long universal service may 
have a substantial effect on the morale 
of the people of the United States. Even 
now the President is soft-pedalling his 
.tax request, because he is afraid the peo
ple will not take an increase sufficient 
to balance ·the budget which he has 
submitted. 

If, therefore, Congress decides to pro
ceed with this project of contributing 
American troops to an integrated army in 

· Europe under a centralized command, 
then I believe certain limitations should 
clearly be imposed. I would suggest that 
the American contribution be not more 
than 1 American division to 9 foreign di
visions-that is 5 American divisions to 
an army of 50, or 6 American divisions 
to an army of 60, and that it be under
taken only as and when foreign nations 
bind themselves to provide the divisions 
determined to be necessary for an ade
quate defense. I also suggest tentatively 
a provision that not more than 20 per
cent of the land army of the United 
States and not more than 10 percent of 
the Air Force be stationed on the conti
nent of Europe in time of peace. These 
limitations, I believe,. should be attached 
to any authority given the President to 
set up an integrated army in Europe and 
commit American troops to that army. 

CONCLUSION 

In conclusion, let me say that no one 
is niore determined to resist Communist 
aggression in the world than I am. I 
think the Russians present a menace to 
the liberty of the entire world and to our 
way of life, a menace greater than we 
have faced before in our history. That 
menace is not entirely military. It is a 
battle of liberty against communism in 
the minds of men. We cannot afford to 
destroy at home the very liberty which 
we must sell to the rest of the world as 
the· basis for progress and happiness. 

There is no reason whatever for panic 
or defeatism. I feel less concern about 
the ultimate success o'f Russian military 
power than do many others. But if they 
choose to start a war, it will be a long 
and bitter conflict, and this country 
must remain strong in every aspect of 
production and morale. Our limited re
sources must be directed to the field 
where they can be most effective. I do 
not believe that Western Europe can be 
defended unless the Western Europeans 
are determined to defend themselves and 
take the intiative in rearming which is 
essential for that purpose. To encourage 
that action, we are furnishing them with 
e~onomic assistance -and military equip
ment in practically any amount which 
they request. We will support them by 
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sea and by air, and I would agree to send 
some troops to prove to them that we do 
intend to fight at their side if Rus~ia at
tacks. But even the program which I 
outline will require tremendous sacri
fices from the American people, from . 
every taxpayer, from every family, from 
every boy. We should not further en
danger the position of America as the 
arsenal of democracy and the bastion of 
liberty. 

AMERICAN FOREIGN POLICY 

Mr. SMITH of New Jersey. Mr. 
President, before I commence my ad
dress, I desire to express my apprecia
tion of the splendid presentation we 
have just heard by the Senator from 
Ohio [Mr. TAFT] on this very important 
and difficult subject. The Senator's re
marks indicate to me that it is vitally 
important that any decisions arrived at 
with regard to this important question 
of foreign policy be considered fully and 
completely by the Congr~ss of the United 
States. 

I have contended from the beginning 
that, irrespective of the constitutional 
aspects of the question as to whether 
the President had the power to send 
troops withou't consulting the Congress, 
he would be making a critical mistake 
if the Congress were not fully consulted 
and if appropriate action were not taken 
to support such a policy. What we need 
today is the confidence and suppo:i:t of 
public opinion in America. We need the 
suppori; of the American people. The 
only way we can have that support is 
for the representatives of the people in 
the Congress to have an opportunity to 
participate in the development of such 
an important piece of foreign policy as 
is involved in this debate. 

Mr. President, as a member of the 
Committee on Foreign Relations, I have 
felt it incumbent upon me to try to fol
low in detail and to study carefully the 
contributions which have been made to 
this subject. I have studied .the origi
nal speech made by Mr. Herbert Hoover 
last December, and the speeches which 
followed, by the Senator from Ohio [Mr. 
TAFT], by Mr. John Fo.ster Dulles, by the 
Sena tor from Illinois [Mr. DOUGLAS 1 , and 
the contributions made by the Senator 
from Connecticut [Mr. McMAHON], and 
other Senators, including the Chairman 
of the Foreign Relations Committee, the 
Senator from Texas [Mr. CONNALLY], my 
colleague. It was my purpose originally 
to cover in my remarks today not cnly 
the European question, but also to cover 
some of the problems presented by the 
situation in Asia, and especially in Korea. 
But I realize that that is a very large 
field, and therefore I have decided to 
limit myself today to the so-called Eisen
hower report, and to what I believe to be 
his purposes, from my talks with him 
and from my reading of his address and 
his broadcast, and also to discuss cer
tain aspects of the so-called . cold war. 

I hope that next week, or probably 
sometime later, I can discuss certain as
pects of the Asian problem, especially 
the crisis in Korea. I think it is too large 
an order to cover both those problems in 
one address. So, Mr. President, I shall 
turn, first, to the situation in Europe, 
primarily to the matter which the dis-

tinguished Senator _from Ohio has been 
discussing. 

I think, generally speaking, I could 
agree with the approach of the Senator 
from Ohio if it had been put in a posi
tive form as a warning to us in consid
ering the issues involved in the whole 
question of our European participation. 
As J heard him, I rather felt, I am frank 
to say, that his remarks were on the 
negative side. He emphasized the diffi
culties rather than, in the first instance, 
realizing that the problem facing us 
from the standpoint of world security is 
one of finding positive ways of meeting 
those difficulties. ,. 

I want to stress first certain conclu
sions which, it seems to me, we have to 
accept after hearing General Eisenhower, 
and after studying the critical problems 
facing us. I am convinced that the 
North Atlantic Treaty countries-and 
this is the reason why the treaty was 
established-must stand together and 
mobilize together. I cannot see ~ny pos
sible alternative to that. I believe the 
Senator from Ohio would probably agree 
with that statement, although I would 
probably go further in the development 
of that mobilization than he would. 

My next thought, Mr. President, is 
that probably the spirit and determina
tion of the European countries are de
pendent to a large degree upon our 
leadership. I am sorry for that, but I 
feel that it is true. We emerged from 
World war II unscathed, in a way, be
cause we did not feel the brunt of the 
destruction caused by the war. We are 
looked to, because of the stronger posi
tion we are in, at least to give the sense 
of leadership which the other free na
tions need. 

General Eisenhower brought out the 
fact that the spirit and determination of 
European nations were dependent to a 
large degree on our willingness to pro
vide-what? In the first place, arms 
and ammunition. Those nations do not 
have arms and ammunition, nor do they 
yet have adequate facilities to produce 
them. Whatever emphasis General 
Eisenhower may have placed on man
power, his first and strongest emphasis 
was on arms and ammunition. Then he 
referred to a reasonable ratio of troops 
in order to give assurance to those na
tions that we would participate and not 
merely contribute material aid. 

In studying his statement, . and in 
talking with him, I received a further 
impression. I thoroughly believe he was 
right in the way in which he presented 
the case to us. His investigation indi
cated · that it is too soon now to define 
the numbers of troops, either the over
all number or the ratios that can be 
furnished by the contributing countries, 
including the United States. He was in 
Europe for about 3 weeks, and he said 
to us, frankly, that he could not in that 
short period of time get all the inf orma
tion on which he could form a considered 
judgment. He was still engaged in the 
planning stage and had not yet reached 
the point where he could present an in
telligent and concrete program. 

Mr. THYE. Mr. Presiden<j, will the 
Senator yield? 

Mr. SMITH of New Jersey. I shall be 
glad to yield. 
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Mr. THYE. As I heard the remarks 
of General Eisenhower, and I am sure 
the Senator from New Jersey will con
cur with me, he stated that the Euro
pean Continent had the men, but that 
what we want to do is to place rifles in 
their hands. 

Mr. SMITH of New Jersey. That is 
true, but he did not preclude our par
ticipation with men to a reasonable ex
tent. He did, hq,wever, emphasize the 
fact that to a large extent they have 
the men and we have the :dfles and am
munition. 

Mr. President, let me state another 
thing that impressed me. I have net 
seen it reported by any commentator 
or given any publicity, but it was very 
clear to me from what he said and from 
what I gathered from my conversation 
with him before he went abroad-and 
this is not violating any confidence-that 
General Eisenhower felt we could deal 
with the subject u&ing the same ap
proach which we used with the Mar
shall plan. We would probably have to 
have a larger participation at the be
ginning, until the European nations were 
built up. As by degrees their defenses 
were perfected, we could ease off in our 
participation. He said it would probably 
be possible to have a fl.e;xible and de
creasing program so that we would not 
be facing a permanent program of 15 
or 20 years in which we wm~ld have sub
stantial numbers of troops continuously 
stationed in Europe and dedicated to 
European service. 

Mr. BREWSTER. Mr. President, will 
the Senator yield? . 

Mr. SMITH of New Jersey. I yiel 1. 
Mr. BREWSTER. It is not pleasant 

to be seemingly the devil's advocate, but 
in the words which were quoted by the 
Senator from Minnesota [Mr. THYE] 
and agreed to by the Senator from New 
Jersey, the American people have in
delibly impressed upon their recollection 
the words of Winston Churchill, which 
were: 

Give us the tools and we will do the job. 

We have also the recollection of Korea 
in connection with which the United 
Nations overwhelmingly voted for our 
embarking upon the enterprise, in which 
their particip~tion has been almost neg
ligible. Does the Senator from New Jer
sey feel that in the mirds of the Amer
ican .People there must be very tangible 
evidence that neither of those episodes 
is going to be repeated? 

Mr. SMITH of New Jersey. I think 
. the point raised by the Senator from 

Maine is entirely correct. We have to 
make as clear as we can what our com
mitments will bJ. I agreed with what 
the Senator from Ohio said, to the ex
tent that when the program is developed 
it should be brought up for consideration 
and approval bef c.re it is arbitrarily put 
into effect by the President of the United 
States. I do not know what the Senator 
from Maine means with reference to con
vincing the people. Of course, we must 
have public opinion behind us, and we 
are trying to prevent either ;;irbitrary or 
unwise action. · 

Mr. BREWSTER. Mr. President, will 
the Senator yield further? 

Mr. SMITH of New Jersey. I shall be 
glad to yield. 

Mr. BREWSTER. I appreciate what 
the Senator from New Jersey said as to 
the necessity of satisfying the people of 
America that we are going to go for
ward in a cooperative mood. The form
ula which I would follow in connection 
with it, in the light of the two episodes 
to which I have referred, which have 
caused very serious concern, is as fol
lows: 

What you do speaks so loudly, I cannot 
hear what you say. 

Those are the words of Ralph Waldo 
Emerson. 

Moreover, I would remind the Senator 
of the old adage that actions speak 
louder than words. 

The American people, if I may add a 
metaphor, like a "singed cat''--

Mr. SMITH of New Jersey. I think 
the Senator's comment is relevant, but I 
was wondering whether the Senator im
plies ·that we shoulci do nothing until we 
have complete agreement on what should 
be undertaken. 

Mr. BREWRTER. Not at all. We 
have had two recent experiences in which 
words have far outrun deeds. We have 
great confidence in General Eisenhower 
and in his capacity to survey the situa
tion, but I think it would be a grave dis
service to the cause of world peace if our 
European friends should understand that 
in America there are not serious misgiv
ings with reference to embarking upon 
this enterprise. General Eisenhower 
was unable to glve us specific informa
tion relative to the contribution of the 
other countries and of our country. He 
said it was impossible to do so either from · 
the standpoint of their economy or their 
military laws. That adds to the diffi
culty of under3tanding. So that the 
more the nations of Europe can do to 
show us that they mean buiness, the 
easier it will be for us who recognize the 
great importance of Europe and the very 
great desire to defend freedom every
where in the world. 

Mr. SMITH of New Jersey. I thank 
the Senator. In answer to his state
ment, I have here a quotation from Gen
eral Eisenhower's speech, which I read: 

What we are trying to do is • • • to 
start a sort of reciprocal action across the 
Atlanti~. • • • We establish an upward
going spiral between this problem of strength 
and morale. • • • The only thing that 
can defeat us is to establish a descending 
spiral, born of suspicion, unreadiness on 
the part of each of us to do his job, the 
job that he knows in his heart he must 
do. * • * 

We must make sure that the heart and 
the soul of Europe is ripe. That is one of 
the obligations certainly that is imposed 
upon me and my staff. * * • But we 
must not watch that so closely that we fail 
to get out in front to provide the leader
ship that will make this thing a complete 
success. 

Mr. BREWSTER. Mr. President, if I 
may be pardoned, the general also said 
that it is developing into a situation in 
which we must not look over our shoul
ders to see whether the others are doing 
their part. 

Mr. SMITH of New Jersey. I do not 
recall that statement, but I do recall 
that he very distinctly hoped to come 
back within a period of a few months 
and report to us whether or not in his 
judgment the Europeans were doing the 
things which they had undertaken to do. 
I think that was very important. 

Mr. BREWSTER. There can be no 
question about that. Apropos of the 
question of looking over our shoulders, 
I am sure that the boys in Korea are 
looking over their shoulders to see 
whether or not they are ·getting the 
assistance which they were apparently 
pledged they would get by the action of 
the United Nations, which assistance has 
been conspicuously lacking in the past 
7 months. I . think we would be doing 
a very serious disservice to the entir~ 
cause if we did not realize that such 
considerations are being weighed in the 
minds and hearts of the American peo
ple. We cannot say that we should not 
be suspicious or doubtful, when boys are 

. dying in Korea because we will not let 
the Chinese Nationalists go to their aid. 

Mr. SMITH of New Jersey. I agree 
. entirely with what the Senator from 

Maine has said in that respect, and I 
shall go into the subject further a little 
later on in my address. 

Mr. President, continuing my analysis 
of what I understand to be General 
Eisenhower's position, as I said, I inter
pret what he said to me and what he said 
in his speech to mean that what is 
needed now is to get under way the mo
bilization of the North Atlantic coun
tries that is needed for the collective 
defense of Europe. As European nations 
develop military strength and as such 
strength grows from the inside, there will 
be less and less call on us for help, as 
in the case of ·the Marshall plan. Under 
the ·Marshall plan we established a 4-

. year program. It will be wound up in 
1952. In other words, our p ogram now 
is to join with these European countries 
and start the ball rolling, to get the pro
gram under way. It is not expected of 
us to keep a permanent army in Europe. 
I am sure that is the feeling General 
Eisenhower had. 

Mr. President, as I announced a few 
moments ago, and as has been brought 
out by questioning by the Senator from 
Minnesota [Mr. THYE], General Eisen
hower said the greatest need today is for 
arms and equipment. He also said
and I think this is very important-that 
our contribution must be within the ·limit 
of our resources, and our system must 
remain solvent. That is what the gen
eral said: 

Our system must remain solvent. 

The general will be governed by that 
fundamental principle, which was also 
referred to by the Senator from Ohio 
in his address this morning. 

Mr. President, I said before that the 
American people must be behind the 
program. Without congressional ap
proval I do not believe any program can 
succeed. So I continue to restate my 
position, that irrespective of the consti
tutional question of whether or not the 
President has the power to send troops, 
in my judgment it would be fatal if he 
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did not consult Congress and get con
gressional approval before any troops 
were sent. That is the spirit of the 
Wherry resolution. I believe it is the 
spirit of the American people today. If 
the letters and telegrams which have 
come to me are any indication of what 
the American people are thinking, that 
is their spirit today. The spirit of the 
American people is that we should work 
together in developing a policy for set
ting up a European army to help de
f end the bastion of liberty throughout 
the world. 

Mr. THYE. Mr. President, will the 
Senator yield for a question? 

Mr. SMITH of New Jersey. I yield. 
Mr.- THYE. I should like to say to 

the very able Senator from New Jersey 
that my mail indicates the same thing, 
It shall be my determination to make 
·certain that Congress will know what 
our Nation is committed to do, and that 
there shall not be the secret agreements 
entered into which we have witnessed 
in the past. I am determined to see to 
it that it will not happen in the future, 
if I can do something about it. 

Mr. SMITH of New Jersey. I agree 
entirely with the Senator. I think his 
position is perfectly sound. I may say 
that in my judgment, while under article 
9 of the North Atlantic Pact the United 
States and the Western European coun
tries have been considering what kind of 
set-up we should have, I am satisfied 
that General Eisenhower does not feel 
bound by any commitments. He told 
me that, so far as he knew, there were 
no commitments which in any way 
bound him, and- that he would have a 
free hand to determine what the whole 
picture should be, what planning should 
be undertaken, and what the participa
tion of each nation should be. When 
that has been determined, and when we 
know what General Eisenhower thinks 
each nation should and can do in the 
common effort-and all that must be 
done before we · are called upon to con
tribute anything-it will be time for us 
to consider how many troops we should 
provide, in what ratio, and similar 
questions. 

I am frank to say -~hat I was very 
much impressed by General Eisenhower's 
appfoach. It seemed to me to be the 
correct one. He indicated that he would 
come back for approval of any program 
that should be carried out. In the 
meantime, of course, there is no reason 
why our production should not be 
stepped up. We will need war mate
rials whether we send them abroad or 
keep them here. Our whole military 
program must be accelerated. It is per
fectly proper for an expanded selective 
service draft to go into effect, so that we 
can be ready, when the time comes, to 
make the best disposition of our strength. 

Mr. President, I should like to point 
out one danger which I see. General 
Eisenhower emphasized it, among others. 
It is that we must be careful not to try to 
dominate the whole program. We must 
look to the other people who are work
ing with us to take part in the program 
and to accept their share of the respon
sibility of setting it up. It must not be 
looked upon as though we were domi-

nating the entire program. The Sena
tor from Ohio pointed that out. I have 
no doubt that General Eisenhower is 
the ablest man to head the program. 
That does not mean that we must run 
t!:e whole show. That does not mean 
that it must all be done under our 
dictation and with complete disregard 
of other countries. We must not do 
so, or they may very well take the 
position, "the United States is going to 
do it all. We can just sit back." That 
is the danger, as I see it. I shall speak 
further on this subject of domination, 
as distinguished from leadership, before 
I conclude my remarks today. 

Mr. President, I wish to say a word · 
about Germany. On my trip to Europe 
last fall, to attend the Interparliamen
tary Conference in Dublin, and then dur
ing my visits to London and Paris, my 
discussions with the leaders of the vari
ous countries which I visited indicated 
there was a strong feeling, which I 
shared, that Western Germany was an 
important part of this whole European 
army set-up. Understandable difficulties 
confronted some countries, especially 
France, which had been invaded so fre
quently, in approving any sort of Ger
man Army. There has been wide
spread discussion of divisions being or
ganized in Germany which might be 
made a part of a larger army. 

Gen9ral Eisenhower has convinced 
me that any discussion of Germany's 
contribution to a European army is prob
ably -a mistake until a political solution 
is worked out. There is no use pre
cipitating differences of opinion. For 
the moment, at least, we do not need 
to move into that particular problem. 
It can wait until the political questions 
are solved and until such time as the 
German people definitely feel they want 
to be a part of a western European set
up, until they wish to collie in volun
tarily, and not under any pressures or 
any feeling of compulsion because they 
were the conquered nation in the last 
war. 

As General Eisenhower pointed out, 
they should be looked upon as equals 
when they do come in. He specifically 
spoke of "equality." He said that they 
should have some divisions of their own, 
with their own leadership, but, of course, 
with adequate safeguards provided 
against their ever developing again a 
militant spirit for aggressive national
istic purposes. 

Therefore, Mr. President, after review
ing, as I have, what I take to be Gen
eral Eisenhower's approach, I am glad 
to state that I find myself in accord 
with the point of view he presents. He 
is not suggesting a program in the sense 
that it is worked out in detail. He is 
investigating what may be needed and 
developing a program that he is going to 
bring back to us for approval. We have 
not yet reached the final stage of mak
ing military commitments, nor are we 
going to give blank checks. I would not 
do that. 

I think the Senator from Ohio was 
right in calling attention to that. I have 
found nothing in his words of caution 
with which I would not agree. But 
I think the -time will come when Gen-

eral Eisenhower will come back to us 
with a program for a certain-sized Eu
ropean army, if there is to be one-and 
I think there should be one. He will tell 
us the contributions fo be made by the 
various contributing countries. He will 
tell us how much they can aid, based 
upon his own studies; and he will have 
suggestions as to what part we can plry 
in that particular program when the 
plan comes to us for approval. 

Mr. BREWSTER. Mr. President, will 
the Senator yield? 

Mr. SMITH of New Jersey. I yield. 
Mr. BREWSTER. I should like, at the 

appropriate point in the Senator's dis
cussion, to refer to the situation in the 
Mediterranean. I do not know whether 
it would come more appropriately now 
or later. 

Mr. SMITH of New Jersey. I think I 
would pref er to finish my discussion of 
Europe, because my points are arranged 
in sequence, and I am afraid that if I 
interrupt my presentation, what I am 
trying to develop will not be clear in the 
RECORD. 

I wish now to move from my interpre
tation of General Eisenhower's over-all 
approach to a discussion of strategy. I 
do this with great humility, because I 
am only a layman. However, because of 
my interest in the subject, I have been 
discussing the matter with various per
sons. I have been discussing the ques
tion of the possible strategy so far as 
all of Europe is concerned, and, in fact, 
so far as the world is concerned. 

The Senator from Ohio ref erred to the 
difficulties involved in trying to meet 
force with force, and the danger, if we 
arm now, of our stimulating an attack 
by Russia. I should like to explore that 
subject for a moment. 

I suggest that the basis of our strategy 
is to deter the Russians from aggression 
by building our own strength to the point 
where aggression would be too costly for 
the Russians. As I see it, this is the 
key of our policy position. I am not 
talking about establishing a ground 
army that can, by itself, resist an attack 
by the Russians. I want an over-all 
strength sufficiently great to deter them 
from risking the attack. So I am going 
to call our policy the building up of de
terrent power. I underline the words 
"deterrent power." 

This deterrent power should have 
three elements. As a layman I am not 
competent to judge military strategy, 
but I have discussed the subject very 
fully with military authorities and 
others who have studied it. What I am 
submitting is, to a considerable extent, 
the result of the conversations which I 
have had. I believe that it is well 
worthy of careful exploration. I think 
it is the spirit of the Atlantic Pact idea 
of collective defense against aggression. 

This deterrent power, -as I have said, 
must have three elements: 

First, the power of strategic retalia
tion. This includes not only our atomic
bombing force, but all other weapons 
and techniques whereby, if Russia 
should start a global war, we could carry 
that war-where? To her own home
land. The power of strategic retaliation 
is very important, so that Russia will 



, 

1126 CONGRESSIONAL RECORD-SENATE · FEBRUARY 8 
know perfectly well that if she starts 
world war III, a global war, we can carry 
our defense, through retaliation, to her 
own homeland. That, to my mind, is 
the most potent deterrent to war today. 
I remember Mr. Churchill saying to me 
when I was in London, "The one thing 
that has prevented world war III has 
been the control of the atomic bomb by 
the United States." The point I am 
making relates to the power of strategic 
retaliation in case Russia .should start 
a war. 

Mr. THYE. Mr. President, will the 
Senator yield? 

Mr. SMITH of New Jersey. I yield to 
the Senator from Minnesota. 

Mr. THYE. One question occurs to 
me. In the event Russia should attack 
the United States, and should choose to 
attack us by air, she would be attempt
ing to lay waste our strength by destroy
ing our industrial plants and communi
cations. Let us assume that such an 
approach were from the north, across 
Canada, from Alaska, or in the Pacific 
area. If such an approach were made, 
and a sufficient number of planes, loaded 
with atomic bombs, were sent to our 
shores Russia would naturally hope that 
she could get a few planes through-one 
to New York City, one to Chicago, one 
to the Twin Cities area, one to San 
Francisco, and one to Los Angeles, for 
example. If only a few planes, with 
atomic bombs, got through, they could 
lay waste our strength immediately. 

If such an attack occurred upon this 
continent, in the United States, would it 
not then be to our advantage to have 
bases on the European continent so that 
we could immediately make an attack 
upon Russia, without the necessity of a 
long flight from the United States across 
the Atlantic to the mainland or the real 
heart of Russia? That is the picture · 
as I see it. 

Mr. SMITH of New Jersey. The Sen
ator is correct. It is a part of the strate
gy of retaliation, to be in a position 
where we can do that from available 
bases. We require such bases if our 
plans are to be carried· out. 

Mr . . THYE. That is why western 
Europe is so important in the· entire 
world defense against communistic ag
gression. The peace of civilization and 
the freedom of religion are involved in 
whether we stop the Russian communis
tic aggression or whether that aggres
sion is permitted to overpower one na
tion after another. It seems to me that 
our strength will lie in how strong the 
countries of western Europe are made. 

Mr. SMITH of New Jersey. Doubtless 
the Senator would agree with my sug
gestion that one of the elements in de
terrent power is the power of strategic 
retaliation from properly located bases, 
so that we could attack at once with our 
atomic strength. 

Mr. THYE. I have followed very 
closely the comments of the able Senator 
from New Jersey. I am very much in 
agreement with his views and ideas. 
That is why I was prompted to make the 
comments which I made about what it 
seems to me we must accomplish. We 
must strengthen the countries of west
ern Europe militarily to such an extent 
that they can stand as bases from which 

we start, if the intent of Russia is ulti
mately to strike at this great, strong 
nation in order that the Russians may 
have a better opportunity of spreading 
communism to all corners of the world. 

Mr. SMITH of New Jersey. I thank 
the Senator. 

Mr. THYEJ. The United States stands 
today as one nation which in the past 
has demonstrated its ability to produce 
the implements of war. Russia recog
nizes that. She also recognizes our 
ability to encourage men to fight when 
the time calls for a fight. For that rea
son, if Russia attacks at all, she will at
tack our in,dustrial heart, and not at
tack in any other manner. She will 
dissipate our strength, as she is doing in 
Korea and elsewhere, but when the final 
hour comes, if Russia wants to attack, 
she will not attack anywhere but at the 
very heart of the United States. 
· Mr. SMITH of New Jersey. I think 

the Senator is correct. 
Mr. THYE. We must be able to retal

iate decisively or Russia will succeed in 
her endeavors. 

Mr. CAPEHART. Mr. President, will 
the Senator yield? 

Mr. SMITH of New Jersey. Will the 
Senator wait until I finish the discus
sion of deterrent power? I have two or 
three more points to bring together. 
Then I shall be glad to yield. 

As I have stated, the first element is the 
power of strategic retaliation . . The sec
ond is the power of mobility. This, to 
my mind, is vitally import.ant. · I . am 
sorry the Senator from Ohio is not pres
ent in the Chamber, because I think this 
would help to answer one of the difficul
ties which he had in mind concerning 
the great Russian force. 

The free world cannot hope to build a 
static defense line all around the iron 
curtain, but it can and must deploy -pow
erful mobile forces at strategic bases so 
that, in the event of attack, they can go 
into action at the weakest points in the 
attacker's armor, wherever those points 
may be. 

So we have the power of strategic re
taliation and we have the power of mo
bility. We cannot possibly put a circle 

· around the land mass of Russia plus the 
land mass of China, which are now to
gether. I cannot conceive of a static 
army strong enough to meet an attack 
from any of those areas. We must have 
mobility. We must have the strategic 
points which the Senator from Minne
sota has so well emphasized, in order to 
be able to retaliate promptly with our 
air and atomic weapons. 

Finally-and this, I think, is very im
portant-there is the power of ground 
defense in Europe. Western Europe is 
now the most vital area endangered by 
Communist aggression. By building the 
Western European army under General 
Eisenhower, we make it clear to the Rus
sians that they cannot swallow this im
mense strategic prize without paying an 
ever-increasing price, not orily in retali
ation against their own homeland, but 
also in heavy losses on the ground. It 
has been suggested that there is no use 
in having any army in Europe, because 
we cannot possibly meet an over-all at
tack by Russia. Mr. President, I submit 
that we must have forces organized to 

defend those homelands that are so vital 
to the free world and to make the Rus
sians pay a maximur11 price if they are 
going to take that risk. 

I have been exploring the possibility 
of thinking in terms of a measuring 
stick for the European army, and I sub
mit only this one tentative suggestion, 
namely, that the measuring stick might 
conceivably be a strong enough force to 
meet any possible attack by one satellite 
or a group of satellites; a force that 
could meet anything except the actual 
impact of the whole Russian strength. 
This would force the Russians them
selves to join in the attack, in effect, to 
start world war III, and we would be 
prepared to retaliate immediately by 
striking at Russia's weakest points with 
all the force of our atomic bombs, our 
air and naval strength, and our mobile 
units. 

The suggestion has been made that 
we could set up an army adequate to 
take care of a satellite or a group of 
satellites, which would not require the 
enormous army the Senator from Ohio 
[Mr. TAFT] has referred to in his re
marks. 

Mr. CAPEHART. Mr. President; will 
the Senator yield? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does 
the Senator from New Jersey yield to the 
Senator from Indiana? 

Mr. SMITH of New Jersey. I am pre
pared to yield to the Senator from Indi
ana if he wishes to ask me a question. 

Mr. CAPEHART. I wish to ask the 
Senator from New Jersey, as well as the 
Sena tor from Minnesota [Mr.. THYE J. a 
question at this point. During ·the col
loquy which took place between the two 
Senators mention was made of the fact 
that if Russia were to attack the United 
States we would want bases from which 
to attack Russia. My question is: Is 
the Senator confident that the European 
nations will fight Russia if Russia at
tacks the United States? 

Mr. SMITH of New Jersey. Of course, 
that is the whole spirit and purpose of 
the At~antic Pact. The Atlantic Pact 
contemplates that an attack on one is 
an attack on all, and the third world 
war would then be on. 

Mr. CAPEHART. Of course, the spirit 
of the United Nations is that they will 
likewise declare an aggressor to be an 
aggressor, and that they will join with 
the United States or any other mem
bers of the United Nations to fight an 
aggressor. England particularly has 
failed to do that with respect to Korea. 
.'I'hey say they want no part of a war. 

Mr, SMITH of New Jersey. I said 
earlier that I agreed with the implica
tion of the Senator's remarks, because 
the danger he speaks of is a real one in 
the light of ·the most unfortunate shilly
shallying in the United Nations. The 
intent of the UN Charter is to follow 
aggression with sanctions. In the case 
of the North Atlantic Pact, in my opin
ion, it is the duty of General Eisenhower 
to satisfy himself that in .case of such an 
attack on the United States the other 
countries would stand fast and join us 
in defense against Russia. 

Mr. CAPEHART. At the moment my 
opinion is that they would not. 
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Mr. SMITH of New Jersey. I am 
sympathetic with the Senator's feeling, 
but I do not think that we should choose 
the alternative of accepting that posi
tion and saying that therefore we will 
do nothing to assure the building up of 
collective security. I feel that it is nec
essary for us to stand together in a pro
gram of collective defense and see if we 
cannot· work this problem out by the 
deterrent, united power of the North 
Atlantic nations, which should cause 
Russia to fear starting anything and 
make her realize that we are strong 

· enough to meet attack, in other words, 
to show Russia that the cost of an attack 
is more than she can pay. 

As I have said, I plan, in an address 
to be made next week, to deal with the 
Middle East, the Asian and the Japanese 
questions, and the present troubles in 
the UN, but at this moment I desire to 
pass to another aspect of this subject, 
because I feel it is vitally important to 
the whole picture. I shall move from 
the position of discussing defense, which 
is the Atlantic Pact problem, to a dis
cussion of the problem of our offense in 
Europe. What should our offense be? 
We are not going to be aggressors, but, 
as I survey the situation, there is some
thing going on in the world to which I 
am convinced we have not given suffi
cient att~ntion. 

I refer to the battle for the minds and 
spirits of men and women, otherwise 
known as the ideological struggle. In 
my considered judg·ment, having studied 
this matter ever since I have been in the 
Senate, and especially since the postwar 
period has come, the ideological struggle 
is the most important aspect of our for
eign policy. Military strength and eco
nomic strength are important, but they 
are not enough. We might win in a 
third world war and still lose because we 
did not undertake wholeheartedly this 
important ideological struggle. We 
must face the issues in that struggle and 
the question wheth~r or not Russia is 
defeating us in the battle for the minds 
and spirits of men. 

I submit that if we are to win out in 
this struggle, it is not sufficient merely 
to be anti-Communist. Along with po
litical, economic, and military programs 
the Communists have been smart enough 
to use the power of ideas in what may 
be called a four-dimensional offensive 
against us. The Communist ideology 
has been the central factor in the Rus
sian attack. They have placed their 
ideology in the middle of the picture, 
and then built their military, political, 
and economic program around it. 

Our defense, on the other hand, has 
tended to rely primarily on a three
dimensional strategy. That is, we have 
thought in terms of economic, political, 
and military programs, and have given 
too little attention to the power of ideas. 
We have given too little attention to 
what I call the spiritual and moral offen
sive to catch the imagination of the peo
ple of the world, and enable them to see 
that the issue is something very 
fundamental. . 

So I suggest that the free world must 
develop the superior force of an idea 
greater than communism, an idea more 
revolutionary than communism: The 

universal idea of human freedom. It 
seems to me that that is the thing 
which is being lest sight of in this whole 
contest. 

There is a picture in the world, to 
which I shall refer again later, of Amer
ica as a capitalistic, materialist, dollar
sign nation competing against Russian 
communism, with the Russians claiming 
that they are the champions of the down
trodden, and that they are trying to re
lease the downtrodden classes from the 
domination of other powers. In trying 
to counteract this devastatingly erro
neous interpretation, we have failed to 
put across the conception of freedom 
which is the foundation stone of al~ our 
American traditions. We must empha
size that the keynote of our traditions 
is not merely freedom as license, but 
freedom under the high spiritual power 
of Almi1:;hty God, and that we have built 
this country on a deeply spiritual foun
dation which has made possible our 
greatness. If once properly set forth 
and explained to the world, it can defeat 
the claims of communism, which are 
atheistic and materialistic, and which 
embody the Marxist philosophy of class 
hatred. 

I think it is appropriate to refer to an 
illustration which I am taking from the 
Constitutional Convention of 1787-

Mr. FLANDERS. Mr. President, be
. fore the Senator proceeds to the Con
stitutional Convention, may I ask him 
a question on the subject of freedom? 

Mr. SMITH of New Jersey. I shall be 
happy to yield to the Senator from Ver
mont, although I am going to continue 
on the subject of freedom. 

Mr. FLANDERS. I have been won
dering to what extent freedom, as an ab
stract question, is of primary interest to 
people who are living in a substandard 
manner of life, as we understand it. Are · 
there not, in the case of the people be
hind the iron curtain, questions of free
dom which apply more directly to their 
own situations? Is it not reasonable to 
believe that the freedom of their sons or· 
their brothers or their fathers who have 
been taken away in the darkness of the 
night, perhaps, and sent to labor camps, 
they know not where, is of more imme
diate concern to them? Is there not a 
very lively personal sense of freedom 
viewed from that standpoint which per
haps would be stronger with these people 
than freedom as a more or less abstract 
subject? · 

Mr. SMITH of New Jersey. Mr. Pres
ident, I am glad the Senator from Ver
mont has raised that point. As I recall, 
when he was speaking in the Senate a 
week or so ago, he stated that the 
"gemier" parts of his speech would 
come later. I may suggest to him that 
the points he has raised in the ques
tions he has asked me will be developed 
Ia.ter in my speech. 

My point here is that we must inter
pret freedom in a way that the people 
with whom we deal can understand, 
for otherwise we shall not be understood. 
After an, when we discuss freedom when 
we are dealing with Americans we 
translate it into terms which apply to 
the lives of our own people. So we 
should proceed in similar fashion in 
attempting to have our interpretation 

of freedom understood by the people iu 
the Far East, for example, by the peo
ple in the other parts of the world, 
where the people have never enjoyed 
the freedoms we take for granted, and 
where they may be suffering from hun
ger and poverty. I think we must con
sider and emphasize that. 

Mr. FLANDERS. Mr. President, 
although I had agreed to be in attend
ance at a certain committee hearing to 
listen to a person of very high rank, 
I am inclined to remain here now, to 
wait for the gems of which the Sena~or 
from New Jersey speaks. 

Mr. SMITH of New Jersey. Mr. 
President, I sincerely hope the distin
guished Senator from Vermont will not 
be disappointed. 

First, Mr. President, I w!sh to point 
out that in the early days of the history 
of the United States, our people ftoun- . 
dered a.round with their conceptions of 
freedom. They were not entirely clear 
as to what freedom meant. Those who 
came to this land knew in a gene1·a1 
way that they had come hP.re in order 
to achieve certain freedoms. However, 
there was confusion regarding thew at 
the time of the writing of the Constitu
tion, in Philadelphia, in 1787; and our 
people were prcne to be divided by bick
ering and jealousies which were re
flected in the discussions at Philadelphia. 
Then arose one of our elder statesmen. 
Benjamin Franklin, who was over 80 
Years of age at the time, and he called 
attention to the fact that one trouble 
was that the people there thought they 
could rely upon their own wisdom and did 
not need to rely upon a Higher Wisdom. 

I refer now to the spiritual guidance 
we need in connection with our attempts 
to deal with these complex world prob
lems and to solve them. ~ I think the 
words of Benjamin Franklin will be most 
helpful to us. He said then: 

I have lived, sir, a long time, and the 
longer I live the more convincing proofs I 
see of this truth that God governs in the 
affairs of men. And if a sparrow cannot fall 
to the ground without His notice, is it prob
able that an empire can rise without His 
aid? I • • • believe that without His 
concurring aid we shall succeed in this 
political building no better than the build
ers of Babel. We shall be divided by our 
little partial local interests; our projects will 
be confounded; and we ourselves shall be
come a reproach and byword down to future 
ages. And, what is worse, mankind may 
hereafter, from this unfortunate instance, 
despair of establishing governments by 
human Wisdom and leave it to chance, war, 
and conquest. 

Mr. President, at this time I quote 
that statement merely because it seems 
to me that in connection with the pres
ent battle for the minds of men, it is most 
important to have all men realize, as we 
have learned during the course of our 
history, that man by himself cannot 
solve these problems. 

Furthermore, Mr. President, if we 
continue to think of what we mean by 
human freedom, it seems to me we should 
redefine to the other nations of the 
world our moral position in concrete and 
positive terms, so as to stress the com
mon aims and aspirations of the free 
world for freedom and peace with jus
tice. Such a redefinition should take the 
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form of · a ringing and positive declara
tion of peace objectives. I suggest the 
following as examples of matters which 
should be included in a redefinition of 
peace objectives. These have been sug
gest ed by many other Members of this 
body, so they are not new, but all of 
these suggestions should be refined, 
clarified, arid assembled in one declara
tion, which would include: 

First , the broad outlines of a disarma
ment program. Let us keep stressing 
our desire for peace, Mr. President. 

Second, consistent adherence to the 
principle of freedom of communication 
and freedom of information, not only as 
applied to ourselves, but also as applied 
to the peoples of other countries. In 
that connection, I refer to the resolution 
submitted today by the Senator from 
Connecticut [Mr. McMAHON] in which 
I was happy to join, and which the Sen
ator from Wisconsin [Mr. WILEY] has 
endorsed. As evidence of our adherence 
to the principle of freedom of communi
cation and information, we should send 
a message of friendship to the people of 
Russia, and we should insist that that 
friendship message be gotten through 
the iron curtain, in order to reach the 
Russian people. 

Third-and this is very important, as 
I found as I traveled through the Far 
East last year-we must. present to these 
people our unquestioned belief in the 
self-determination of peoples, through 
self-expression and self-development; 
and we must present to them our un
questioned opposition to any future im
perialism, colonialism, or any attempt 
to impose by force a system of govern
ment upon a peaceful nation. We must 
be prepared to do all we can, just as 
we have done in Korea, and as we ought 
to be prepared to do in other parts of 
the world, to help people who aspire to 
achieve freedom. 

Fourth, we should continue to demon
strate our willingness to achieve our ob
jectives through the United Nations. Of 
course, I have been disappointed in the 
recent developments in the United Na
tions, but I believe that the United Na
tions organization still contains the 
promise of ·peace with justice; and while 
it is going through the ordeal of deve1.: 
oping a new means of' dealing with in-. 
ternational problems, we must continue 
to demonstrate our willingness to work 
through the United Nations. 

Fifth, we must affirm our rededication 
to democratic principles in our own 
countries. There must be a frank recog-: 
nition that our systems of government · 
are not perfect, but that we are seeking 
to give people freedom of self-expres
sion and self-development. Certainly 
we must insist that the people of the 
free world must practice the democrat
ic principles we profess and in that way 
give to the other nations examples of 
freedom in action. 

Mr. President, in addition to the dec
laration .of peace objectives I have out
lined, we must lose no opportunity to 
strengthen our information programs, 
and to relate them to the traditions, 
the problems, and the attitudes of other 
peoples, so that they will have an im
pact upon the everyday life of the peo
ples concerned. This is a part of our 

foreign-policy program that has not been 
adequately emphasized. 

We must translate our conception of 
freedom-and this is the approach to the 
problem about which the Senator from 
Vermont has asked-into words which 
have tangible meaning to peoples all over 
the world. 

Mr. President, I have often suggested 
that we should not try to dominate this 
field by necessarily applying to our 
broadcasts the title "The Voice of Amer
ica." I have suggested that we call it, 
the Voice of Freedom or the Voice of 
the Free World. 

In order not to get into a position of 
appearing to dominate in that connec
tion, we should encourage other countries 
to join us in stating what freedom means. 
There might well be a Voice of the 

·Western European Nations, a Voice of 
· the Benelux Countries, a Voice of Free 
China, or a Voice of Free Asia. 

In any event, the important point is 
that in the dissemination of informa
tion from the free nations of the world 
to those that are groping for freedom, 
we must use words and terms which have 
tangible meaning to the peoples of·coun
tries all over the world; and we should 
state very definitely, in terms they will 
understand, just what freedom means to 
them. 

In this connection, Mr. President, I 
should state that General Eisenhower, in 

'his recent speech at the Library of Con
gress, before the joint meeting of the 
House and the Senate, emphasized the 
importance of our information program. 
He said: 

I will close on one note • • • (that) 
does not lie completely within my province, 
but it is important. • • * That is our 
own efforts to let the world understand what 
we are about, about what we are, and some
times our own efforts to have our own people 
understand what we are trying to do. In any' 
event, I believe that the United States needs 
a very, very much stronger information 
service. In our case I will not call it prop
aganda, because the truth is all we need. 
We don't have to falsify the record, nor our 
intentions. 

Mr. President, I think we have rele
gated the entire program of informa
tion-our Voice of America program 
and all the aspects of the communication 
of ideas and information which is a cen
tral part of this cold war for the minds of 
men-to a relatively insignificant place 
in our entire military and diplomatic 
scheme of things. I am very sympa
thetic with the suggestion made recently 
by the Senator from Connecticut [Mr. 
BENTON] that we should take the infor
mation service, the Voice of America, en
tirely out of the. State Department, and 
should set it up by itself, because of its 
importance, so that we can be sure that 
it constitutes one of the chief means 
upon which we rely in our continuous 
contact with the rest of the world and in 
our struggle against Communist infiltra
tion. 

Recently I was engaged in conversa
tions with some of my colleagues, and the 
question arose, "Have not we lost our 
prestige in Europe, recently?" There 
was general agreement that whereas in 
years past we were respected and ad
mired as one of the leading champions 

of freedom in the world, since then we 
have become unpopular for one reason or 
another. Those who participated in 
these group discussions attempted to ex
plore the reasons for this situation. I 
shall not go into detail in that connec
tion, except to say that it is always true 
that if one member of a group is more 
prosperous than the others, there is al
ways an element of envy which results in 
making the prosperous person somewhat 
unpopular. I am afraid, however, that 
we have not used our prestige and our 
strength to the best effect. Rightly or 
wrongly, we have been looked upon as 
the "dollar country." We have been 
rather aggressively dominant in dealing 
with many of these people. We should 
face these facts, and should realize that 
we have to practice an attitude of hu
mility in dealing with other people of 
the world, who are very proud, and who 
resent any attempt on our part to be the 
dominant factor in discussions or in 
working out these programs. 

That is why I said earlier that, even 
though I feel that General Eisenhower is 
the most capable military .man to deal 
with the present situation in Europe, he 
is wise when he says he does not think 
he should be in the position of dominat
ing the decisions, but should rathe!' share 
in determining the decisions of those who 
have the problems to meet. 

So we cannot overlook the importance 
of humility. We have to face the prob
lems of the world as one of many na
tions, not permitting · to operate against 
us the feeling which apparently has 
started in some areas of the world. I 
shall deal with that subject more fnlly 
next week, because my experience in the 
Far East has brought it forcefully to my 
·attention. The people of the Far East 
understand us less than do our European 
cousins, and they feel that we are a 
people far removed from them, with 
completely different ideologies from their 
own. • 

There are obvious examples of our own 
derelictions, which I feel we .must cor
rect. I am calling attention to them to 
indicate that we cannot merely pride 
ourselves as having attained a position 
of eminence in this matter. We cannot 
solve these problems without recognizing 
the difficulties in our own country, which 
indicate that we have fallen down within 
our own borders. For example, the Ke
fauver subcommittee has been doing ex
cellent work in bringing out many evi
dences of. crime in America. The situa
tion depicted is very distressing, and it is 
something to which we should certainly 
be giving a great deal of attention, in an 
effort to determine why such things can 
happen. 

I was very much disturbed by the draft 
rejections which we experienced during 
World War II, and have been concerned 
about the rejections in the recent draft, 
which indicate that a large percentage 
of young people are suffering from 
mental illnesses. They are disturbed be
cause they do not know quite where they 
are going. They are drifting. They need 
leadership. 

I am distressed by the evidences of 
family distintegr:ations in this country. 
I am distressed by the evidences of dis
crimination, of one kind and another, 
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among our people. We do not adequate
ly face up to these moral issues which 
mean so much to the future of any na
tion, and which meant so much to us 
when this great country was originally 
founded. · 

It is my conviction, as I stated earlier, 
that we must return to the principles of 
our basic Christian tradition, on which 
were laid the moral and spiritual found.:. 
atioris of this great Republic. In times 
past, when we drifted away from these 
principles, we felt the evil effects of our 
derelictions. 

I · need only ref er to the crisis during 
the war between the States, which arose 
when Lincoln was suffering his greatest 
difiiculties. One statement he made at 
that time, which is not quoted so fre
quently as are some of the other things 
he said, seems to me to be particularly 
applicable today in considering the prob;. 
lems we are facing. Lincoln said: 

We have been recipients of the choicest 
bounties of heaven; we have been preserved 
these many years in peace and prosperity; we 
have .grown in number, wealth, and power as 
no other nation has ever grown. But we have 
forgotten God. We have forgotten the gra
cious hand which preserved us in peace and 
multiplied and enriched and strengthened 
us, and we have vainly imagined, in the 
deceitfulness of our hearts, that all these 
blessings were produced by some superior 
wisdom and virtue of our own. Intoxicated 
with unbroken success, we have become too 
self-sufficient to feel the necessity of redeem
ing and preserving grace, too proud to pray 
to the God who made us. · 

I merely quote that and place it in the 
RECORD because. it seems to me that there 
we have the thinking of one of the great
est leaders of all time, a man who cer
tainly understood his people, who cer
tainly loved them and was not overly 
critical of them. He was merely saying 
that we became . "intoxicated with suc
cess" without recognizing that the force 
behind what happened was a power out:. 
side ourselves. 

But, in addition to what I hav_e said 
about humility, and about the necessity 
of examining our own record before we 
try to preach too much to others, I de
sire to submit a word of caution. · The 
fact that we need humility does not mean 
that we do not have great responsi
bility for leadership. I wish to distin
guish between leadership in the right 
sense and an attitude of domination, 
which I fear, and against which General 
Eisenhower warned us. The great prov
ince of leadership is to inspire others by 
example. That is what I have been 
hoping I could bring out in the course of 
my remarks-that the ·course America 
follows will be the means by which we 
can sell our idea of freedom to other 
countries. 

We have an example today in the food 
problem of India. I have been very eager 
to relieve the Indiar. people who may 
soon be suffering from famine, and I 
hope helpful legislation will be enacted. 
I trust the assistance may be extended 
without relation to any possfble political 
implications, without reference to the 
fact that we may not agree with India's 
position today. The questions of suf
fering, of famine, of human beings being 
in danger of losing their lives, are entirely 

apart from any differences between us 'aS 
nations. America has always met such 
a challenge, and I trust and hope and 
pray that she will meet this challenge. 

The great province of leadership is -to 
inspire others by example, to persuade 
them to do what needs to be done in 
their own interest. General Eisenhower 
referred in his speech to a rising spiral 
of strength and morale, and we must 
have that rising spiral. This does not 
mean paternalism. It does not mean a 
constant goading. We want to ·get away 
from any feeling of resentment which 
may come from any of our activities. 
We must try to dispel any feeling on the 
part of other nations that we look upon 
them as inferiors. As the strongest free 
nation, we must exert true leadership of 
the kind to which I have referred, and 
the leadership which through its actions, 
speaks louder than words, as the Senator 
from Maine [Mr. BREWSTER] has said. 
We profess to believe in humility, but if 
our actions do not coincide with our pro
fessions, it is of no avail. These prob
lems are matters involving character
our national character and individual 
character. 

In concluding these remarks, Mr. 
President, I desire to call attention espe
cially to what seems to me to be a very 
significant aspect of the present world 
crisis. Russia, by very clever propa
ganda, has painted a picture of what is 
going on in the world which to my mind 
is absolutely misleading. Yet it has per
vaded the minds and hearts of many 
peop~es of many nations. Russian prop
aganda presents the struggle as· a fight 
between the two major powers, the 
United States and Russia, with the 
United States representing imperialism, 
colonialism, and a decadent capitalism 
that ·exploits the · common man, while 
Russian communism is the virtuous and 
benevolent champion of the poor and 
downtrodden. 

There is no doubt that in large areas 
of the world this erroneous contrast has 
been dramatized until today there are 
nations wondering whether for their own 
best interests they ·should get into the 
tent behind the iron curtain with.Russia, 
or whether they should get behind the 
western · ccmntries, and especially the 
United States. Millions of people are 
confused as to the real issue, and as to 
the true aspirations and objectives of the 
United States and the Western World. 

This is evidenced by the strong sen
timent for neutrality. I encountered 
when I was in Europe the <!t~estion 
whether some of the countries should 
remain neutral, the suggestion that the 
struggle need not affect all nations and 
all peoples and the idea of waiting to 
see. It has shocked me beyond meas
ure, because it seems to me that if the 
free world has not been able to show 
that what is at stake is something far 
more than simply a contest for power 
between two great nations, it has missed 

·its greatest opportunity. The future of 
the civilized world is definitely at stake. 
Our most important challenge, then, 
is to convince the peoples of the world 
that this is a struggle between human 
freedom under God and· slavery to -a 
totalitarian state. · 

This means that we must · acquaint 
people everywhere with our belief in the 
sacredness of the individual man, of his 
right to self-expression, to self-devel
opment, and to protection against ex
ploitation by any stronger power . . That 
is what we mean by freedom. It also 
means informing people everywhere of 
the true nature of the Russian Commu
nist system, with its complete denial of 
the value of the individual, and its com
plete exploitation of the individual by 
the state. The contrast is evident, but, 
a'S I see it, we have failed ~o make it 
clear. The fundamental issue is be;.. 
tween real freedom, freedom under God, 
as we have experienced it in this world, 
and human slavery. 

Lincoln quoting Scripture, it will be 
·recalled, said that a house divided 
-against itself cannot stand, and so a 
nation half slave and half free cannot 
endure. I think we are facing the is
sue of a world divided against itself 
unless this great problem is solved. 
Nothing less than our dedication to a 
new birth o:f freedom of the world is 
adequate to meet the crisis. As Lincoln 
Day approaches I believe we cannot too 
often restate his great vision of what 
this eternal struggle is about. I need 
only to quote the closing words of his 
Gettysburg address: 

That this Nation, under God-

. We can change the words, now, to 
"This world, · under God"-
may have a new birth of freedom, and that 
government of the people, by the people, 
and for the people shall not perish from the 
earth. 

The America of our forefathers is the 
hope of the world today, It is my hope 
and prayer that America shall not fail 
the world. 

Mr. BREWSTER. Mr. President, will 
the Senator yield '? 

Mr. SMITH of New Jersey. I am glad 
to yield to the Senator from Maine. 

Mr. BREWSTER. I wanted to ad
dress myself to the subject the Senator 
was discussing, as I indicated, but I 
waited until the conclusion of the Sena
tor:s very worthwhile address, which I 
wish might be esteemed the "Voice of 

. America" to be heard by our friend's 
around the world. If they would listen 
to it and follow its teachings, our prob-

· 1em would be much less difficult. 
Mr. President, I wish to invite the 

Senator's attention briefly to a portion 
of geography which it seems to me has 
been very much ignored. I refer to the 

·Mediterranean. It was not mentioned 
by General Eisenhower in his discussion, 

·but it is my understanding that in his 
statement before the committees he did 
recognize its strategic importance, as 
well as that of the nations which border 
the Mediterranean. It has been the 
center of civilization in the past, and is a 
place in which wars in the very recent 
past have been waged. 

Turkey, in proportion to its resources, 
has been ·the greatest contributor to the 
battling in Korea. I think that would 
be a fair statement, would it not? 

Mr. SMITH of New Jersey. The Sena
tor from Maine is absolutely correct. I 
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am glad· to· join with him in paying trib
ute to the wonderful aid which the Turk .. 
ish forces have been contributing in the 
war in Korea. They realized their own 
danger in connection with the Darda
nelles and the Bosporus, and they knew 
that they might be the next victim. 
They realized what Korea meant in the 
whole picture of the world struggle. 

Mr. BREWSTER. That is profoundly 
correct. Would the Senator from New 
Jersey, as a member of the Committee 
on Foreign Relations, to which we must 
look for guidance, think that European 
countries would be recognized in connec
tion with any appeasement program, so 
far as the Bosporus may be concerned? 

Mr. SMITH of New Jersey. So far as 
I am concerned, I can see nothing in ap
peasement. I should be opposed to -any 
such appeasement program as the Sena
. tor suggests. 

Mr. BREWSTER. Especially with 
reference to a nation which is standing 
so resolutely by our side at this time? 

Mr. SMITH of New Jersey. That is 
correct. 

Mr. BREWSTER. There are the usual 
rumblings of diplomatic intrigue in the 
discussions proceeding among the four 
great powers. 

Mr. SMITH of New Jersey. I think 
the Senator will agree with me that that 
was one of the things that was so dis
astrous in the conferences in which some 
of us felt that China was betrayed. 

Mr. BREWSTER. So much for one end 
of the Mediterranean. I shall now invite 
the attention of the Senator to the other 
end of the Mediterranean, Gibraltar, and 
to its strategic importance in connection 
with the world-wide picture which has 
always prevailed. I wish to refer to the 
amendment which was adopted under 
the sponsorship of the Senator from 
v,Yyoming [Mr. O'MAHONEY] and the 
senior Senator from Ccnnecticut [Mr. 
McMAHON]. It has been a matter of 
concern to many Senators, and it was the 
subject of an overwhelming vot~ qf both 
House and Senate when the amendment 
was offered. Is the Senator aware of the 
fact that under the provision which was 
adopted 6 months ago, not one dollar of 
assistance-and I quote the exact lan
guage-"has been extended to Spain"? 

Mr. SMITH of New Jersey. I ain not 
aware of that. 

Mr. BREWSTER. That is the fact. I 
should like to invite the attention of the 
Senator from New Jersey to the language 
of the Senator from Wyoming in dis
cussing the amendment, indicating what 
he had in mind, and what I am sure was 
the intent of both the Senate and the 
House in their vote. I ain referring to 
the CONGRESSIONAL RECORD, volume 96, 
part 9, page 11465, the Senator from Wy ... 
oming speaking: 

That is precisely what the Senator from 
Nevada wishes to do-provide export-import 
credit aid to Spain. It can be done, it seems 
to me, more successfully by adopting the 
technique in the bill which was passed, last 
year rather than by cutting anything out of 
the appropriation for the rest of Western 
Europe. 

The Senator from New York [Mr . . LEH
MAN] asked him how this would affect 

or change the situation, and the Senator 
from Wyoming replied: · 

Mr: O'M.AHONEY. I will show the Senator 
precisely how it changes it. I think that as a 
matter of realism we have to come to the 
conclusion now we should no longer be de
pendent upon vague promises which are not 
fulfilled and her" is a directive of the Con
gress to perform an act the failure to per
form which in the past has been defended on 
the ground, "Well, we have the legal power 
and we need no more." Yes, the Export
III_lport Bank had the ppwer, but for reasons 
whioh are difficult to explain on any theory 
that does not conflict with our announced 
policy to contain communism the loans have 
not b_een made. · 

The Senator from Wyoming went on 
to say: 

I think that with respect to the policy 
toward Spain, if the State Department has 
opposed Export-Import Bank loans, this is 
precisely the place to reverse it, because if 
the Spanish peninsula is not .held in the af
fairs which are now rapidly developing in 
Western Europe, much if not all of our eco
nomic aid to ECA countries will have been 
lost. If the arguments which are being 
made today at Lake Success, in. the Security 
Coun~il. under the Presidency of the repre
sentative of the Soviet Union and on behalf 
of the Kremlin policy-if those arguments 
and those tactics should prevail, it seems 
to me that there could be no possible ques
tion that refusal to deal · realistically , in 
Spain will only help to handicap our program. 
We should match realism with realism, and 
meet the issue as it is. 

The Senator from Wyoming went on 
as follows: 

The Senator from New York has aiready 
answered himself, when a moment ago he 
rose and interrupted me to ask me a ques
tion. His question was: Does not the Ex
port-Import Bank now have the authority 
to do tbis? The inference from the Sen
ator's question was, of course, "We are ready 
to len~ this money now. The Export-Import 
Bank can do it." But the sad fact is that the 
authority of the Export-Import Bank is not 
being used and we were told this afternoon 
the State Department is responsible. 

Is the Senator from New Jersey sur
prised and concerned to find that six 
months' time has elapsed since that over
whelming vote, and that not one dollar 
has ·be·en advanced, so far as Spain is 
concerned? 

Mr. SMITH of New Jersey. I was not 
aware of that development. 

Mr. BREWSTER. Does the Senator 
consider that there is any doubt that 
Spain has adequately presented its case 
before the Export-Import Bank in order 
to get the relief which Congress · ap
parently considered was essential? 

Mr. SMITH of New Jersey. I am not 
aware of what protestations Spain made. 

Mr. BREWSTER. The Senator has re·
f erred to the need in India. Is the Sen
ator aware of the' fact that the need in 
Spain is equally great? Is he aware 'that 
ip. Yugoslavia, to which we gave aid some 
time ago; the wheat crop was 80 percent 
of the normal crop, and that the· wbeat 
crop in Spain for the· past 5 years has 
been 65 percent of the pre-war ·normal. 
Would it not seem, under the mandate 
of Congress and because of human rieed, 
that the Export-Import Bank_ and other 
agencies of 'Government might well give 
~o~sideration _to the question either on 

the ground of expediency, on which the 
Yugoslav proposal was presented by the 
Senator from Arkansas, or on the ground 
of human need, which the Senator from 
New Jersey so eloquently ap.d properly 
feels is present in the case of India? 

Mr. SMITH of New Jersey. I was 
under the impression when we passed 
the legislation that it would go through 
the regular routine, and relief would be 
given. I am glad the Senator has 
brought up the subject. 

Mr. BREWSTER. I trust that the 
members of the Committee on Foreign 
Relations, in their vision, which extends 
around Europe and through the Orient, 
will give consideration to conditions in 
the Mediterranean, in the interest of 
carrying out the plain mandate adopted 
by Congress six months ago. 

Mr. SMITH of New Jersey. I thank 
the Sena tor. 

Mr. -McMAHON. Mr. President, will 
the Senator yield for a question? 

Mr. SMITH of New Jersey. I yield 
for a question. 

Mr. McMAHON. I should like to say 
to the Senator from New Jersey that I 
was not able to listen to his entire ad
dress. Unfortunately I had an engage
ment outside the Chamber and was 
therefore unable to hear all of it. I did 
hear the last portion of his address. 
The Senator knows how thoroughly I 
.agree with him in the thesis which he 
has expounded, to the effect_ that the 
greatest strength . that America can 
bring to the struggle ts moral strength. 
I wish to thank the Senator for what 
he has said concerning the resolution 
which was submitted today. He was 
generous in joining with me and the 
other Sena~ors in its proposals. I hope 
that we can now go forward and at least 
give positive evidence that the Congress 
of the United States, contrary to the 
propaganda pouring out of Moscow 
every day to the effect that we intend 
and desire the imperialistic enslavement 
of humanity everywhere, is determined 
that the world and its people shall be 
free. I think the Senator has delivered 
a statesmanlike address and exposition 
of the truth of our real intentions. 

I may say to the Senator that I have 
taken an 'excerpt "from the news ticker 
in the cloakroom, dealing with the 
Kremlin's attitude on our position. It 
seems to me that the pitch of their cam
paign is rising in its intensity. I view 
such development with a good deal of 
apprehension. It smacks too much on 
the same _kind of techniques which 
Hitler and Goebbels used as they pre
pared for their aggressions. I do not 
know whether it has escaped the atten
tion of Senators. If so, I recommend 
that they investigate the rising intensity 
of the bitterness of the releases which 
are coming out of Moscow, in which we 
are being accused of plotting all kinds of 
foul deeds in the world. I assure the 
Senator it is ·a study which is well worth 
while. 

I close my remarks by saying to the 
Senator from New Jersey that I con
gratulate him on his excellent ·address. 
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Mr. SMITH of New Jersey. I thank . 

the Senator for his kind remarks. Mr. 
President, I yield the floor. 
THE WAR IN KOREA AND THE GEOG
;R.APHY OF AMERICA'S FOREIGN POLICY 

Mr. GILLETTE. Mr. President, before 
I take up my prepared address I wish 
t() comment very briefly on the colloquy 
between the able Senator from New Jer
sey and the equally able Senator from 
Minnesota a short time ago, in which 
they referred to the huge volume of mail 
which has come to them from their con
stituents. Every Member of the Senate, 
and every Member of Congress, has been 
astounded by the huge volume of mail 
which has come to him. Thousands and 
thousands of letters have come to our 
offices from the folks back home whom 
we have the honor to represent. Our 
offices and our staff have been figurative
ly, if not literally, buried under the 
avalanche of communications. I believe 
there has been nothing like it in legis
lative history, at least not to my knowl
edge. The communications are not the 
ordinary run of the mill letters with ref
erence to pending legislation, such as, 
"Please vote for this," or "Please vote 
against that." They reflect a degree of 
bewilderment and confusion which, as I 
have said, is without counterpart in 
legislative history. All through them, 
like a thread through a string of beads, 
runs one word: "Why?" 

They say: 
Our boys are fighting in Korea. Why? 
'l'here is no declared war. Yet we have 

upward of 50,000 casualties in Korea. Why? 
We are told that the major portion of the 

so-called United Nations Army in Korea is 
composed of American troops. Why? 

We are told that our intelligence was 
faulty. We are told that there was some 
failure, possibly, to evaluate such intelli
gence as was· available. Why? 

We are told that there is a possibility, at 
least, that we will be called upon to send 
our boys to Formosa, Indochina, the Philip
pines, and Japan. Why? 

We are told that it is necessary to build 
up an army for the defense of Western 
Europe. Why? 

We are told that it is essential to build up 
an army ·of perhaps 3 Y2 million or 4 million 
men within the coming few months. Why? 

We are told it is necessary to impose uni
versal military training on the Nation. 
Why? 

We are told it is necessary to lower the 
draft age to '18 years. Why? 

We are told that the military program may 
take 10 years. Why? 

We are told that it is necessary to have 
absolute economic control and rationing. 
Why? 

We are told that we are going to have to 
increase the tax load on our people to an . 
almost unbelievable weight. Why? 

Why? Why? Why? 

Mr. President, our people are entitled 
to know. It is because such questions 
have not been answered that th,ere have 
resulted confusion, misunderstanding, 
and some measure of hostility. I have 
been somewhat critical of the leadership 
of the Nation, because I felt that it was 
lax, within the limits imposed by the 
security needs of the country, not to 
make the policies and the reason for the 
thinking behind the policies available to 
the American people. 

Mr. · President, ours is a democracy. 
The people of the United States, under 
our form of government, are not limited 
by the famous lines of Tennyson: 

Theirs not to reason why, 
Theirs but to do and die. 

Mr. President, I have received and 
answered since Christmas more than 
6,000 letters of the character to which 
I have referred. I said that I have criti
cized the leadership, because it has not 
made available to our people such in
formation as could be made available to 
them. The people of my State, as of 
every other State, are ready to contrib
ute their boys, and they are ready to 
assume any burden of sacrifice or re
sponsibility if they have an idea of what 
it is for and what the goals are. 
· Mr. President, in attempting to an

swer the letters, I have found it impos
sible to cover the ground within the con
fines and limits of a dictated reply. In 
preparing for delivery in the Senate a 
speech which might be in a measure a 
foundation stone for future discussions, 
I felt that I was lax, because it was so 
difficult, and the ramifications were so 
complex, that it was almost impossible 
for me, within the limits of an address 
to be delivered on the floor of the S1mate, 
to give any clear explanation. 

I am also tremendously concerned be
cause my friends who write to me from 
Iowa say, "Senator, we have sent you to 
Washington as our representative. We 
cannot be on the ground to know what 
is going on. Will you please give us a 
simple, clear, concise answer as to what 
the objectives of our Nation are in the 
policies which we aa-e undertaking and 
carrying out?'' 

The inability to do that is something 
which has kept me awake at night. We 
are undertaking here what we call the 
great debate. Unfortunately, too often 
that debate has been concerned either 
with military strategy-whether we 
think it is militarily possible to defend 
this area or that area-'or with a discus
sion of general principles. 

I was pleased when the able leader 
of the majority [Mr. McFARLAND] inter
rogated the able Senator from Ohio [Mr. 
TAFT] when the latter was making his 
very .eloquent speech this afternoon. }Ie 
asked the Senator from Ohio, "Is the 
Senator stating his own · conclusions, or 
opinions which he has received from the 
generals?". It occurred to me that there 
were two generals to whom we ought to 
listen, that is, General Principles and 
General Experience. The sooner we do 
that, the better it will be for the Nation 
and for the world. 

I was also much interested a few mo
ments ago when the eloquent Senator 
from New Jersey [Mr. SMITHJ spoke of 
the fact that we should engage not only 
in defense but in offense. He defined 
the offense to which he alluded as the 
offense to bring to bear on all the world 
the basic principles of brotherhood, and 
spiritual and heart development. 

In an attempt to correct in a small 
measure my own laxity, I beg the indul
gence of the Senate to deliver a prepared 
address, which, unfortunately, is some
what abstruse, but I believe that it ought 

to be in the RECORD as a cornerstone to 
the discussion which will be carried on 
later this week, and will certainly be car
ried on after the appropriate committees 
have considered such resolutions as the 
pending Wherry resolution. 

Mr. President, it is becoming a com
monplace to say that the United States 
is confronted with a permanent world 
crisis. It is a crisis unlike any we have 
known before, and we have been slow to 
learn how to live with it. One of the 
first things to learn, as the record of the 
past 7 months seems to show, is that 
no foreign policy and no grand strategy 
which the Government's experts and 
specialists may devise to meet this sort 
of crisis can hope to succeed without the 
full understanding and the fundamental 
agreement of the vast majority of the 
American people. It therefore becomes 
the business of all our people, and of all 
their representatives, to join in every 
major step of the long-range planning 
for foreign policy. If the people and 
their representatives do not make this 
their business, if they leave it to the ex- · 
perts to do the job, if they do not there
fore understand and agree at least with 
the broad outlines and the ultimate pur
pose of our country's foreign policy, the 
whole structure may collapse or be torn 
apart from within at the moment of _ 
greatest danger. 

Today, Mr. President, I am inviting my 
fellow Senators to join me in a voyage of 
discovery, or a tour of inspection, to ex
plore the geography of·our foreign policy, 
in the hope that we may return from 
the trip with a clearer picture of the 
broad outlines and the ultimate purpose 
of that policy than some of us may now 
possess. 

THE THREE ESSENTIALS 

The foreign policy of the United States 
is a constant process of seeking to cre
ate and maintain an effective balance 
among three basic elements: First, Amer
ica's vital interests in the world; second, 
the commitments made to protect or ad
vance these vital interests; and, third, 
the power America must have to fulfill 
these commitments. 

I would judge that a country has a 
solvent foreign policy if it has assumed 
commitments great enough and broad 
enough 'to protect its vital interests but 
not too great and not too broad to ful
fill with the power at its disposal. A 
country that has made commitments be
yond its capacity to fulfill will one day be 
obliged either to reduce its commitments 
or to increase its power, if it can, or in
cur national bankruptcy and defeat. 

Whenever in our history we have failed 
to achieve or maintain an e11ective bal
ance among these three essentials, we 
have paid dearly in lives and in treasure 
for that failure. From 1900 onward, for 
example, the United States was commit
ted to the defense of the Philippines; yet 
for 40 years few Americans, except the 
experts, believed that the Philippine Is
lands were an area of vital interest to 
our country. Then in 1941, we learned 
the tragic facts: we did not have the 
power to fulfill the commitments made 
40 years before to defend those islands. 
It took us nearly four terrible years of 
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war to liberate them from the Japanese 
conqueror. 

In the present day, failure to balance 
the essential factors of our foreign policy 
might not mean merely the temporary 
loss of distant island outposts, but the 
destruction of our Republic itself. If the 
Senate is to have a debate on foreign pol
icy, it is to these great questions that 
we should first address ourselves, long 
before considering the ways and means · 
of implementing the policy or passing 
judgment on the conduct of one or an
other of its subordinate aspects. 

First, it seems to me, we must seek to 
define the interest s of the United States 
in the world, reach an agreement among 
ourselves and our people as to what they 
are, distinguished accurately among vital 
and secondary interests, and determine 
in what order of importance we should 
rank them. Until this is done, we will 
continue to walk in the fog of doubt and 
confusion. 

Second, we must survey the major 
commitments which the United States 
has made for the protection of its vital 
interests, ~n order to ascertain whether 
we have made adequate commitments, 
whether we are overcommitted in terms 
of what our interests require, and 
whether we may have committed our
selves to protect areas of interest which 
are not really vital but instead only sec
ondary or apparent. 

Third, we must estimate as closely as 
we can, with the advice and counsel of 
military and other experts, how great a 
power we must develop, and of what 
kind, in order to fulfill the major com
mitments covering our vital interests. 

Then, based on our estimate of what 
is required, we must assess the power, 
the resources, and the capacity presently 
or potentially available, to determine 
whether we have enough to carry out the 
commitments made, whether we have a 
deficit in necessary power, or whether 
we have a surplus of power and poten
tial, either to hold in reserve or to exer
cise in the fulfillment of new obligations 
we may be compelled to make to meet 
new threats to our vital interests. 

If we do these things, Mr. President, I 
feel confident that we can approach an 
effective balance among our interests, 
our commitments, and our power, and I 
also feel confident that the American 
people, understanding this, will give our 
Government unhesitating support in the 
great tasks ahead. · 

Wherever our formal commitments 
and our vital interests in the world do 
not coincide, or at least do not seem to, 
there we find the source of the most 
embittered disagreements within the 
Congress and among our people. This 
is most obviously the case with regard to 
the Far East, especially in Korea, China, 
Formosa, and Indochina. It is less ob
viously the case with regard to Western 
Germany, Central Europe, and the Medi
terranean, especially Spain and Yugo
slavia. 

If we are ever to reach a decision on 
our Far East policy which our people can 
wholeheartedly support, we must first 
agree on whether or not Korea, China, 
Formosa, and Indochina lie within an 
area c:if vital interest to the United 
States. We must agree on ~he nature, 

the extent, and the relative importance 
of that interest. We must agree on the 
character of the commitment we will 
make to protect that vital interest, if 
we decide such an interest exists. 

Until we do this, Mr. President, all the 
speeches and propaganda and emotional 
appeals and hysterical accusations by 
which we are being assailed from all 
sides will serve merely to deepen and 
widen the chasm of confusion into which 
we have been plunging. We shall con
tinue to be torn between the Europe 
firsters, the Asia firsters, the Formosa 
fi.rsters, the America firsters, the global
ists, and the retreatists, and all the other 
999 varieties of parlor strategists and 
back-door statesmen. 

OUR UNITED NATIONS COMMITMENT 

First of all, however, I should like to. 
preface a survey of our interests, com
mitments, and power with a brief dis
cussion of our commitment under the 
United Nations Charter. 

It will be valuable to draw a distinc
tion between two kinds of commitments. 
One is the kind we make for the purpose 
of protecting an area of vital interest to · 
the United States, in which we say, in 
effect, that the protection of that area is 
so essential to the defense of our own 
country that we will go to war, if neces
s~ry, to protect it. This is a commit
ment through vital interest. 

The second' type of commitment obli
gates us to abide by the principles of an . 
international organization of states. 
We have made this kind of commitment 
under the United Nations Charter, which 
we participated in formulating. We are 
committed to abide by the principles of 
the Charter and by the decisions of the 
constituted agencies of the United Na
tions, which we also participate in for
mulating. This is a legal commitment 
covering our relations with a world 
organization. 

Viewed negatively, the difference be
tween these two types of commitment is 
that, whereas we- might withdraw from 
our commitment to the United Nations 
without necessarily imperiling any of the 
areas of vital interest to us, we cannot 
withdraw from commitments we make 
for the protection of areas of vital inter
est without sooner or later imperiling our 
very national security. I do not wish 
to be interpreted as advocating with.: 
drawal from the United Nations; I am 
merely illustrating the distinction be
tween two kinds of obligations. 

A farmer who owns property in a re
gion plagued by prairie fires has a vital 
ivterest in protecting his property; he 
commits himself to insurance policies, · 
buys fire-fighting equipment, and joins 
his neighbors in a volunteer fire depart
ment for their common protection. The 
farmer also assumes another commit
ment of a different sort as a citizen; he 
obeys the laws of his government, pays 
taxes, and, to the degree he can or will, 
participates in governing his country. 
He can withdraw from this latter com
mitment by changing his nationality and 
leaving the country. He cannot with
draw from his commitment to defend his 
vital property interest against prairie 
fires without risking the loss of both his 
property and his life. 

This analogy leads us directly to the 
issue in Korea. 

When the North Korean armies 
breached the peace and invaded South 
Korea, the members of the United Na
tions were obligated by their legal com
mitments to that organization to do 
certain things. - The United States took 
the lead in proposing ways to fulfill 
these commitments. On June 25 and 
June 27, 1950, our delegation proposed 
resolutions which, the Soviet Union be
ing absent, the Security Council adopted 
with alacrity. Among other things, the 
Council recommended thl:l,t members fur
nish such assistance as might be neces
sary to repel the armed attack and re
store peace. 

Thereafter, and throughout the Ko
rean War, the United States and the 
other countries which have sent men and 
materiel to Korea under the United Na
tions banner have been acting on the 
principle that they are fulfilling a legal 
obligation or commitment under the 
United Nations Charter. Yet, from the 
beginning, it has been the United States 
that has taken the lead. Why? Was it 
simply because we are the strongest and 
richest member? Was it merely because 
we had troops in Japan close to the 
scene? Was it because we believed more 
firmly in the principles of the Charter 
than anyone else, or that we believed 
our commitment under the Charter was 
greater and more binding than that of 
other countries, and that, hence, we had 
to do more to fulfill it? There is no 
doubt that these considerations play.ed 
an important role. 

But is it not strange that so little 
mention has been made of another con
sideration? Is it not likely that reasons 
of vital American interest may also have 
been a potent factor in inducing the 
United States to take the lead and to 
invest nine times more troops and mate
riel in fighting the Korean war than all 
the other countries together? Is it not 
likely that the United States Govern
ment, after a period of protracted inde
cision, finally decided, when the chips 
were down, that Korea was an area of 
vital interest to thts country and had to 
be protected, if humanly possible, against 
conquest by the advance guard of an 
expanding military empire aiming at the 
islands of Japan-another vital Ameri
can interest? 

Were not our legal commitments under 
the Charter, therefore, paralleled and 
reinforced by the decision that we ·did 
have a vital interest in Korea and by 
the realization that our membership in 
the United Nations not only obliged us 
to fulfill a legal commitment but also 
permitted us, belatedly, to act in defense 
of our vital interest? 

In so reasoning, Mr. President, I do 
not wish to be regarded as a mind-reader 
who knows what went on in the high 
councils of our Government at that time. 
Events, nevertheless, have a way of 
speaking for themselves. Standing in a 
strategic position between Japanese, 
Chinese, and Soviet territories, the Ko
rean peninsula has long been an area of 
vital interest to these three governments. 
As we know, Japan controlled it in this 
country until .1G45. 
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In that year Korea also became an 

area of vital interest to the United States.· 
American troops occupied South Korea 
up to the thirty-eighth parallel. We as
sumed a commitment to def end those 
troops, and, by inference, the territory 
which they occupied. We also occupied 
nearby Japan. 

Many top American military com
manders are said to have believed all 
along that Korea was indefensible 
against a determined assault from the 
mainland. Thus, after 1945, although 
we had a vital interest and a commit
ment to defend South Korea, we did not 
have, or believed we did not have, the 
power to back it up. Our Korean policy 
was not in balance. 

Then, in 1949 after long negotiations 
we withdrew our troops from Korea. We 
made no formal commitment to the new 
Republic of Korea to go to its defense, 
but limited ourselves to sending economic 
and military assistance. In these cir
cumstances, we still had a vital interest 
in Korea, because of Japan, b1!_t we had 
neither a commitment nor the power to 
fulfill one: 

In June 1950 the Soviet Union sent its 
North Korean puppets to occupy all Ko
rea. The attempt failed. In November 
Communist China in its turn set out to 
take over all Korea. The United Na
tions,. America in the lead, has been try
ing to prevent both the Soviet Union and 
China from accomplishing their objec
tives. I should think that this brief 
recital of events demonstrates that the 
United States has a vital interest in Ko
rea but has had an indecisive and wholly 
unbalanced policy for dealing with it. 

Finally, Mr. President, would · not the 
innumerable expressions of dissatisfac
tion, anger, and scorn that we have 
heard among our people over the failure · 
of other members to respond with pro
portionate vigor and sacrifice have been 
somewhat less vociferous if the people . 
had been told, and had believed, that we 
went into Korea not only for a principle, 
not only to fulfill an obligation, not only 
to counter an act of aggression, but also 
to def end our country in an area of vital 
interest to our long-range national secu- · 
rity? · 

In June the course we took was almost 
universally acclaimed as the only honor
able and possible one to follow. In Janu
ary it has become fashionable to de
nounce and decry that course because it 
has not led to success. Yet, I ask my 
fellow Senators, would it ·not have been 
wiser and more responsible to have de
cided long before June 1950, through de
bate and agreement in the Congress, that 
the Korean peninsula was an area of 
vital interest to the United States, or that 
it was not, and that we were committed 
to its protection with sufficient power, or 
that we were not? Must we not now 
reach that sort of decision with regard 
not only to Korea but also to Formosa, 
China itself, Indochina, Japan, and per
haps other countries in the Far East? 
If we decide these areas are vital to our 
national security, and if this decision re
:fiects the opinion of our people, must not 
we then commit ourselves to the protec
tion of our interests there? Or, if we 
decide they are not vital, must we not 
prepare a wholly different series of meas .. 

ures for the defense of our Pacific fron
tier? 

Furthermore, I believe that the Ameri
can people would understand better why 
other countries have not poured men and 
materials into Korea proportionate to 
what we have sent if they realized that, 
while Korea may be an area of vital 
interest for America, it may well not be 
for many other countries. Let us ask 
why other countries hold back and do not 
follow our lead against Communist 
China. Could it be that for many of 
them China is not an area of vital na
tional interest at all, and that for others 
their interest in China is altogether dif-· 
ferent than ours? Had this series of ag
gressions occurred somewhere else, might 
not a quite different alinement of forces 
have arisen to meet it, under quite other 
leadership? 

All I am saying; Mr. President, is 
that United Nations or no United Na
tion~. sovereign states have their own 
paramount interests, and must, if they 
are to survive, commit themselves in 
their own way to protect those interests 
as best they can. We may not approve 
the way they choose or believe it has the 
slighest chance to succeed, but we will not 
be able to alter their course so long as 
China is not regarded by them as an area 
of paramount interest or is regarded as 
an interest quite different for them than 
it is for us. The task of our diplomacy, 
it seems to me, is to persuade the other 
non-Communist members of the United 
Nations that we and they have one su
preme interest in common to us all. But 
I doubt that we can define that one su
preme common interest until the United 
States has made up its own mind. as to 
what and where its own vital interests 
are. 

Without making any pretense of pro
fessional expertness in these matters, and 
with the hope and expectation that my 
colleagues will fill the gaps with their 
own valuable contributions, I should like 
now to make a rough sketch of what I 
believe to be the most important among 
our country's vital interests and the com
mitments that have been made, or not 
made, ·to cover these interests; and, fi
nally, with even less pretense to expert 
knowledge, I would raise the question of 
the power and resources we have and 
those that we need in order to fulfill these 
commitments. 

AMERICA'S VITAL INTERESTS 

We have listened to a number of defi
nitions of the purpose of American for
eign policy. Some have been specific, 
some general, some broad, and some nar
row. All, however, seem agreed that its 
purpose is primarily to def end some
thing. I know of no one who defines its 
purpose as the conquest of the world 
or the establishment· of an empire or any 
other aggressive aim, except--as ref erred 
to by the Senator from New Jersey [Mr. 
SMITHJ-the type of offensive to which 
he referred as "the spiritual offensive.'' 
If there exists here in America a school 
of thought which holds that the purpose 
of our foreign policy should be conquest, 
imperialism, expansion, or aggression, it 
is a secret school of thought without pub
licly avowed exponents either in Con .. 
gress or in the public at large, 

Some say the purpose of American 
foreign policy is to defend peace, to pre
vent war, and, if these fail, to be able to 
:fight and win a war. Others say its pur .. 
pose is, first, to defend liberty, and, sec
ond to def end peace, but not peace at the 
price of liberty. Others have said that 
it is to defend our way of life and our 
institutions from conquest by the armies 
and agents of totalitarian dictatorship. 
Others again hold that its purpose is to 
contain communism or to deter aggres
sion. Still others define it as the defense 
of democracy, or of free society, or of 
capitalism, or of Christian civilization, 
or of western culture, or of some other 
ideal or set of principles. 

This sort of verbal definition, of course, 
is susceptible of infinite variation, with 
every man exercising his inalienable right 
to interpret the words in his own way, 
and to read into the words peace, llberty, 
way of life, civilization, and so forth, as 
much, or as little meaning, or as differ
ent meanings as he can or will. I won
der, Mr. President, whether we are not 
likely to lose ourselves completely in a 
forest of words and slogans if we con
tinue to seek to define in purely verbal 
terms the purpose and objectives of 
American foreign policy. 

Perhaps it will make for greater clar
ity and mutual understanding if we de
fine the purposes of our foreign policy 
more in physical than in metaphysical 
terµis. By physical terms, I mean chief
ly geographic terms. . 

If we can establish with some degree of 
certainly the geographic areas which· 
are of vital interest to the United 
States-that is, the areas which we must 
defend if the United States is to survive
we may reach a clearer conce·ption of 
what our foreign policy is and what it 
must be. I realize that this effort will 
call for a longer view than our daily 
tasks usually permit us to take, but few 
will deny that the short view we have 
consistently taken these last years has 
led us to the brink of bottomless disaster. 

What the American people need more 
than anything else in · the present con
fusion is a picture of where they stand 
in the world. I have been hoping that 
the President of the United States would 
draw such a picture; and I believe it 
would be of incalculable value if he were 
to undertake a series of intimate radio 
talks with the people, in which he would 
draw the lines of this picture for all of us 
to see. While waiting for him to do so, 
it may be worth while to attempt to 
sketch some of the broad outlines of the 
picture, as they appear to one Senator. 

What, and where, are America's vital 
interests? Remembering that its vital 
interests are those which are so essential . 
to its own national security that it must . 
protect them, by war if necessary, it . 
goes without saying that the Nation's 
paramount interest is the defense of its 
own territorial integrity, its own physi
cal security, and its own political inde
pendence. 

The primary purpose of American for
eign policy, therefore, must be to protect 
that paramount interest--in other words, 
to protect the territory which we inhabit 
and the Government under which we live. 
All the other countless interests of the 
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United States would obviously be inde
fensible if we should fail in the defense 
of our own territory and independence. 
Of course, I include within this territory 
all the continental United States, Alaska, 
Hawaii, Puerto Rico, the Panama Canal, 
and our other outlying possessions. 

Beyond the borders of" American ter
ritory, however, there lie areas of almost 
equal importance for the defense of our 
country.. They are as follows: 

First. The first area of vital interest 
·to the United States is the North Amer
ican Continent as a whole. This has 
been a fact for almost as long as we have 
been a nation. The defense of the ter
ritory, security, and independence of the 
North American Continent, and of the 
countries within it, is indisputably es
sential to the security and independence 
of the United States. 

Second. The second area of vital in
terest to us is the Wes tern Hemisphere 
and the countries within it. This has 
been . recognized ever since the Monroe 
Doctrine was proclaimed. For the United 
States to remain secure and independent, 
the territorial integrity and security of 
the Western Hemisphere and the politi
cal independence of the countries within 
it are basic requirements, and have been 
for a century or more. 

Third. The third vital interest of the 
United States is the protection of the 
sea and air approaches to the Western 
Hemisphere, particularly North America, 
across the Arctic, Atlantic, and Pacific 
Oceans. With every new technological 
advance in communications and trans
portation, the .extent of this area has 
widened until it now includes all the 
islands lying on the sea and air ap
proaches to our hemisphere, embracing 
even those close to the far shores of the 
Atlantic and Pacific Oceans, especially 
the British Isles to the east and the Japa
nese and Philippine Islands to the west, 
as well as Greenland and the islands to 
the north of Canada. 

Regarding these three immense areas 
spreading outward from the United 
States, I doubt that there is any funda
mental disagreement among our people. 
Whatever their attitudes may be toward 
the peoples or the governments of coun
tries located in these three vast regions, 
most of the American people would agree, 
I believe, that the defense of these areas 
is essential to the protection of the 
United States itself. But if there is 
fundamental disagreement among us 
regarding these areas or any segment of 
them, we should know about it immedi
ately and should settle the question 
among ourselves once and for all. 

It is when we begin to consider the 
next two areas of greatest importance to 
us, however, that deep divisions appear 
and crack the surface of our Nation's 
unity. Let me, nevertheless, present 
them in the same form as that in which 
I have presented the areas of North 
America, the Western Hemisphere, and 
the sea and air approaches across the 
oceans that surround us. 

Fourth. The fourth vital interest of 
the United States lies·in the area com
prising the countries of Western Europe 
and North Africa which border on the 
far shores of the Atlantic Ocean, an area 
which, if dominated by a conquering 

military power bent on our destruction, 
could become an enormous base for 
launching attacks on our sea and air 
approaches and for mounting an invasion 
of areas even more essential to our na
tional security. 

Two terrible wars in this century have 
demonstrated that the United States 
considers its national security endan
gered whenever the Atlantic coasts of 
·western Europe are conquered by a hos
tile, aggressive military power dominat
ing that continent. When this happens, 
we prepare for the worst. 

If the Nazi power, which in 1940 ex
tended eastward only to the heart of 
Poland, made us leap to rearm ourselves 
the moment the western Allied barrier 
was breached, to what would we be driv
en today if the Communist power, 
stretching eastward across all Europe 
and Asia to the Sea of Japan, should 
stand at the Channel ports, on the coasts 
of Norway, and in Morocco? 
· By virtue of the fact that in the past 
34 years the United States has twice gone 
to war to prevent the permanent con
quest of Western Europe by a German 
military empire, by virtue of the action 
of Congress in establishing and appro
priating funds for the European recov
ery program, and by virtue of the action 
of the Senate in ratifying the North At
lantic Treaty, I believe it is beyond ques
tion that a heavy· majority of the people 
and the Congress of the United States 
have for a long time been convinced that 
the countries along the Atlantic coast of 
Europe form an area of vital interest to 
the security of the United States. This 
conviction is by no means unanimous, 
but the actions taken by the Congress 
and by the Government in the face of a 
threat to Western Europe bespeak a pre
ponderant opinion among our people 
that that area is vital to American se
curity. How deeply into Europe and into 
the Mediterranean that interest extends, 
and how far down the coast of Africa, 
has yet to be decided and agreed on. 
Does it reach to the frontiers of the Rus
sian orbit in central and southeastern 
Europe? Do Greece, Turkey, and North 
Africa lie within it? These are things 
we must decide. Only this afternoon, 
the able Senator from Maine [Mr. 
BREWSTER] . interrogated the Senator 
from New Jersey [Mr. SMITHJ along the 
line of that question. 

Fifth. The fifth vital interest of the 
United States lies in the area compris
ing the countries of eastern Asia which 
border on the far shores of the Pacific 
Ocean, from which an assault by a hos
tile conquering military power control
ling those countries could be launched on 
the sea . approaches and territory of 
North America. 

By virtue of a great number of Ameri
can actions in the far Pacific, including 
our long occupation of the Philippine 
Islands; the enunciation of the open
door policy for China; the intervention 
of President Theodore Roosevelt in the 
settlement of the Russo-Japanese War; 
the American mission in Siberia during 
Russia's post-revolutionary civil war; 
the long, if futile, efforts from 1931 to 
1941 to prevent by peaceful means the 
Japanese conquest of China; the war 
against Japan from 1941 to 1945 to pre-

vent the permanent conquest of Eastern 
Asia by the Japanese military empire; 
and the subsequent efforts to preserve . 
Chinese independence, and, latterly, 
Korean independence-by virtue of all 
these actions it seems clear that the 
Government of the United States and a 
large proportion of the American peo
ple have been for a long time convinced 
that the countries of the Far East, in
cluding both the seaward islands and the 
mainland coasts of Siberia, Korea, 
China, and Indochina, do form an area 
of vital interest .to the security of the 
United States. In the past, . distance 
and unfamiliarity have combined to 
render difiicult the formation of opinion 
in this country regarding the nature and 
extent of our vital interests in the Far 
East, though I imagine this is less true 
today than ever before. Yet, do we know 
how deeply into the Asiatic mainland 
this interest extends? How far south 
toward Malaya and Indonesia does this 
interest reach? Are Australia and New 
Zealand included within it? These are 
also things we must decide. 

It is obvious that there is much less 
agreement about these last two great 
areas of vital interest-Western Europe 
and Eastern Asia-than about the first 
three I have cited. Therein lies the con
fusion, the bewilderment, the uncer
tainty which our people are daily voicing. 
Some are certain that both areas on the 
far shores of the oceans surrounding us 
are vital interests of the United States. 
Some are certain that neither iit. 

Others believe that the Atlantic coast 
of Europe is an essential area for our 
defense, while the Pacific coast of Asia 
is not. Still others believe the opposite 
is true. In addition, there are innumer
able gradations of opinion giving vari
ous weights to the relative significance 
of these regions, and other shades of 
opinion that consider these areas as too 
narrowly or too broadly defined. At the 
root of such oversimplified and single
iµinded proposals as those advanced by 
the Europe-firsters, or the Asia-firsters, 
c;>r the America-firsters, lie these' fun
damental differences over what are and 
what are not America's vital interests. 

I do not see how we dare assume that 
there is basic unity behind our Nation's 
foreign policy, when there is no under
lying agreement even on what our vital 
interests are, and where they are to be 
found. I see no point in pretending 
that these divisions of opinion do not 
exist. · Every delivery of mail which 
comes to our desks shows that they exist. 
I do see great advantages in exposing 
these differences for all to see, so that 
we may debate them openly, honestly, 
and completely. To those who cry, "Be
ware, the Kremlin is listening," I would 
reply that these disagreements are a 
secret from no one, and as long as they 
persist, their effect will be to embitter 
American opinion itself and to poison 
relations with our strongest allies. 

Beyond these vital interests to the se
curity of the United States, and the 
geographical areas in which they lie, I 
shall not go in my enumeration, because 
they are of such extraordinary impor
tance as to outclass any other interest, 
however real, to which we may point. 
~here is no question that the United 
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States has real, perhaps vital interests 
elsewhere in the world; they also merit 
our full attentio'n. 
, We have troops in Germany, Austria, 
and Trieste. A Mediterranean country, 
Italy, is joined with us in the Atlantic 
Pact. We are furnishing military or eco
nomic assistance to Yugoslavia, Greece, 
Turkey, Iran, and, in the general area of 
China, to Indochina, Thailand, Indone
sia, and Formosa. We have air bases in 
Lybia, Saudi Arabia, and elsewhere. 
Most of the oil for Western Europe comes 
from the fields of the Middle East. Un
der the concept of containment, which is 
frequently translated as meaning that 
the United States should oppose the ex
pansion of Russian power anywhere be
yond its 1945 perimeter, the vast regions 
to the south of the Soviet border would 
seem to form an area of very great im
portance. 

Yet the interest of the United States 
in all these places, real and growing as 
it may be, is not generally considered as 
of the same order of importance as those 
in the five area:> which I have described. 

I hope I have made clear, Mr. Presi
dent, that we have much to discuss be
fore we have delineated the extent and 
the character and the order of impor
tance of the areas that are, or may be
come, of vital interest to America's own 
defense. 

AMERICA'S COMMITMENTS 

When we come to the commitm :=nts 
which the United States has undertaken 
to protect and advance its vital inter
ests, w~ find that, with several significant 
iexcsptions, the areas covered by our 
commitments coincide ahnost exactly 
with the great region within which 
America has her most vital interests. 
This is a reassuring discovery, since it 
suggests that, so far as interests and 
commitments go, ours are more or less in 
balance. The exceptions require a sep
arate, most serious study. 

I will say at once, Mr. President, that 
by a "commitment" I mean a solemn 
pledge, usually embodied in a treaty 
or agreement with one or more other 
governments, that the United States 
Government will go to war, if neces
sary, to protect the interest covered by 
the commitment. Again I am stressing 
the geographic character of commit
ments and the areas they are designed 
to cover. 

I should remark at this point that I 
do not regard the so-called Truman Doc
trine as a commitment, in the proper 
sense of the term, that has been under
taken by the Government of the United 
States. I realize that the word "commit
ment" is rather loosely employed, but 
I am defining it, for purposes of this 
discussion, as a solemn, binding pledge 
by our Government to engage in war, if 
need be, for the defense · of a specified 
area of the world which we deem essen
tial for the protection of our own na
tional security. The Truman Doctrine 
is not a formal commitment of the char
acter of the Rio Pact or the Atlantic Pact 
or the agreements such as have been 
made with the Philippine Government. 
It is not a pledge to defend a specified 
area of vital interest to American secu .. 
rity. There are no treaties or executive 

agreements, so far as I know, which de .. 
fine this doctrine. It is not a legal com .. 
mitment such as we have made under 
the United Nations Charter. To my 
knowledge, no congressional enactment 
has placed it on our statute books. The 
Truman doctrine is a declaration of prin· 
ciple or a pronouncement of intentions 
by the President of the United States, 
and is consequently and properly re
garded as a proclamation of incontesta
ble importance and vast implications. 
But it is not a commitment in the sense 
I have been employing th:i.s term. 

Mr. President, in starting this survey 
I see no need for discussing our obliga
tion to defend the territory and inde
pendence of the United States and its 
outlying possessions. We will fight for 
them no matter what it costs or how 
long it takes. 

First. North America: We are commit
ted to the defense of North America, and 
the obligation is formally recognized in 
a number of treaties and agreements 
with our neighbors. Our commitment to 
join Canada in her defense is partly set 
forth in the Ogdensburg agreement 
reached in August 1940 by the President 
of the United 8tates and the Prime Min
ister of Canada, whi-Jh provided for es
tablishment of a Permanent Joint Board 
of Defense "to consider in the broad 
sense th3 defenses of the n:>rth half of 
the he-11~sphere." · On February 12, 1947, 
the postwar extension of this agreement 
and of the Defense Board was recognized 
in a joint stat~ment by the two Govern
ments. In view of our traditional friend
ship as well as of the realities of our posi
tion as mutually dependent on one an
other for the prot3ction of the national 
security of both countries, no treaty, ex
e:::utive agreement, or contractual obliga
tion was entered into. The agreement is 
none the less real. 

Moreover, Canada and the United 
States are formally allied as signatories 
of the North Atlantic Treaty. 

With regard to our other nearest 
neighbor there has been in existence 
since January 1942 a Joint Mexican
United States Defense Commission 
through which the Governments of this 
country and Mexico have bzen working 
together on common defense problems. 
As a signatory of the Rio Pact, of course, 
Mexico is formally allied with the United 
States and the other Latin-American 
countries. 

It is inconceivable that we would not 
def end our closest neighbors as if they 
were ourselves. 

Second. The Western Hemisphere: We 
are committed to the defense of the en
tire Western Hemisphere by the Inter
American Treaty of Reciprocal Assist
ance-the Rio Pact-which was ratified 
by the Senate in 1947. The essential ar
ticle of this treaty, article 5, declares that 
"an armed attack by any state against 
any American state shall be considered 
as an attack against all the American 
states." 

The security zone defined under ar
ticle 4 includes all the countries of the 
Western Hemisphere, and embraces 
Alaska, the Aleutian Islands, Canada, 
and the Arctic islands lying to her north, 
Greenland, the Caribbean islands, and 
a segment of Antarctica. 

Mr. President, exhibit A, which I ask 
unanimous consent to have printed at 
the end of my remarks, contains articles 
3 and 4 of the Rio Pact. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER <Mr. 
MONRONEY in the chair). Without ob
jection, it is so ordered. 

<See exhibit A.) 
Mr. GILLETTE. Mr. President, while 

the treaty does not make the use of 
armed force obligatory by any party to 
it, it is a recognition of a fact that has 
been true, insofar as the United States 
is concerned, since the proclamation of 
the Monroe Doctrine and that is now 
formally affirmed by treaty-the United 
States will go to war, if necessary, to 
protect the territorial integrity and po
litical independence of the Western 
Hemisphere. 

Third. The North Atlantic: When the 
Senate ratified the North Atlantic Treaty 
in 1S49, the United States became for
mally committed to the defense of the 
Atlantic .Ocean north of the Tropic of 
Cancer, the sea approaches across the 
Atlantic, and all the countries lying en 
the European shores of the Atlantic ex
cept Spain and Germany, as well as of 
the western Mediterranean and the 
North Sea. 

By article 5 of this treaty, "the par
ties agree that an armed attack -against 
one or more of them in Europe or North 
America shall be considered an attack 
against them all." The same article also 
provides that if such armed attack oc
curs, each party will assist the party or 
parties attacked by taking forthwith 
"such action as it deems necessary, in
cluding the use of armed force." 

The security zone defined by the At· 
lantic Pact in article 6 includes the ter
ritory of any of the parties in Europe, 
or North America, the Algerian depart
ments of France, the occupation forces 
of any party in Europe, the islands un
der the jurisdiction of any party in the 
North Atlantic north of the Tropic of 
Cancer, and also, the vessels or aircraft 
in this area of any of the signatory 
powers. 

Mr. President, I ask unanimous con
sent that exhibit B be printed in the 
RECORD at the close of my remarks. It 
contains articles 5 and 6 of the Atlantic 
Pact. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 

(See exhibit B.) 
Mr. GILLETTE. Mr. President, Sen

ate Executive Report No. 8, Eighty-first 
Congress, first session, the report of the 
Senate Foreign Relations Committee ac
companying the North Atlantic Treaty, 
makes clear that our commitment under 
article 5 does not apply to any of the 
overseas territories outside the North 
Atlantic area. "The only outlying ter
ritories covered," it states, "are the 
islands of the North Atlantic area, Alas .. 
ka, the Aleutian Islands, and the islands 
of the Canadian Arctic." Thus, our 
Atlantic commitment does not extend 
into Asia or Africa, except for the Al· 
gerian departments that are constitu~ 
tionally part of metropolitan France. 

Mr. LANGER. Mr. President, will the 
Senator yield? 

Mr. GILLETTE. I yield. 
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: Mr. LANGER. Would it not be easier 
for _ the Senator to ,tell us what spots 
we are not going to def end than to. tell us 
the. spots we are going to defend?. Have 
we n ot already taken in most of the 
earth? 

Mr . . GILLETT~. I 'am glad, to say, 
in reply to the Senator's question, .that 
on the next page of my ·address I shall · 
cover the territory which is not covered 
by the commitments to which I have 
been referring. 

Our commitment cannot be extended, 
even on the continent of Europe, without 
our permission. The treaty requires 
unanimous agreement to invite other 
states to join, and the' report states that 
the committee was fully satisfied by the 
pledge of the President, delivered by 
the Secretary of State, "that he would 
consider the admission of a new member 
bf the pact as the ·conclusion of a new 
treaty with that member, and would 
seek the advice and consent of the Sen
ate to each such admission." 

The following paragraph in the com
mittee report seems of particular sig
nificance in the present connection, and 
I ask the indulgence of the Senate to 
read it: 

We have learned that the security of the 
North Atlantic area is vital to our own peace 
and security. In accepting the obligations 
of the treaty, therefore, we merely make 
clear that we are following a course of action 
Which we would follow without the treaty. 
If we were to accept the same · commitments 
on a world-wide basis or ·in areas less vital 
to our national security, we might well run 
the danger of spreading ourselves too thin. 

- In the light of what I have been saying 
about balancing commitments and vital 
interests; Mr. President, I think this par
agraph from the committee report also 
merits repetition at this moment: 
· Suggestions have been made that the 
United States enter into similar pacts with 
countries in the Middle East and Pacific 
~reas. During the hearings members of the 
committee questioned administration wit
nesses specifically on this point. It was es
tablished that the United States Govern
ment is not currently considering participa
tion in any regional or collective defense ar
rangements. 

' To the best of my knowledge, this last 
statement still holds true. Therefore, 
the only two commitments of a collective, 
regional character that we have made, 
covering two areas of vital interest to the 
United States, are the Rio Pact and the 
Atlantic Pact-both of which, I need 
scarcely_ remark, have been duly ratified 
by the United States Senate. · 
· Fourth. Occupation areas: We now 
Come to another type of commitment, 
which, although not defined by treaty or 
agreement betwe~h governments, is 
nonetheless real. The existence of these 
obligations is known· to everyone. They 
have been repeatedly considered and ap-

... proved by the action of Congress. They 
are part of the heritage of World War II. 
· As aftermath of that war, the United 
States has found itset,f obliged to main
tain occupation forces in Berlin and 
West~rn Germany, in Vienna and part 
of Austria, and on the islands of Japan. 
The presence of these occupation forces 
raises question as to the- nature and ex
tent of the American commitment in 

these countries, ·While at the same time 
confirming the existence of our obliga
tion. 
· Our legal position in Western Ger
many is currently defined by a statute 

. of occupation, yet with the establish
ment of a federal republic in that part 
of Germany and its rapid resumption of 
full sovereignty, the terms of the statute 
will certainly be modified soon if not 
abolished altogether. Then the role of 
United States troops in Germany will 
have to be settled by some new agree-

, ment, contract, or treaty. Meanwhile, 
since the North Atlantic Treaty provides 
that an attack on occupation troops of 
the signatory powers shall be considered 
in the same light as an attack on their 
territories, some measure of protection 
is already afiorded West Germany under 
our Atlantic commitment . . As in Aus
tria, where, for lack of a treaty, the 
nature and extent of our commitments 
are in the realm of the undetermined, 
but where we have American forces sta
tioned, so in Germany it would seem 
~lmost certain that an armed aggression 
against our occupation troops would be 
a cause of war-if indeed it were not the 
signal for an all-out invasion of the 
rest of Western Europe. 
· Similarly in Japan, where our legal 
position as chief occupying power is de.:. 
fined by international agreement, we 
must await negotiation of a treaty or 
contract with the Japanese Government 
before the American commitment iri Ja
pan is fully and clearly determined. For 
the present, it is virtually certain that an 
armed aggression against United States 
troops in Japan would be regarded by us 
as cause for war. 
· The Prime Minister of Japan, Shigeru 
Yoshida, writes in the current issue of 
Foreign Affairs that: 

American statesmen and military 
leaders have declared again and again 
the determination of the United States 
to hold on to its defense perimenter in 
the Pacific, a chain of islands running 
from the Aleutians to the Philippines of 
which Japanese Islands form the central 
and vital link. 

Mr. Yoshida also quotes Secretary 
Acheson's remarks of a year ago at the 
National Press Club in Washington, when 
the Secretary said: 

The defeat and disarmament of Japan 
have placed upon the United States the 
necessity of assuming the military defense 
of Japan so long as that is required, both 
in the interest of the security of the entire 
Pacific area and in the interest of Japan's 
security. I can assure you .that there is no 
intention of any sort of abanqoning or weak
,ening the defense of Japan. 

- I believe, Mr. President, that it. c_an 
·safely be assumed, by us and by all others 
·concerned, that, although we have not 
yet made formal treaties with Germany, 
;Austria, and Japan, the United States 
is at present committed to fight for the 
protection of ·Western Germany, of that 
part of Austria not under Soviet oc
·cupation, and of the whole of Japan. 
While the legal right of American-troop~ 
to be stationed in these occupied areas 
may not ever have been passed on as 
such by the Congress, we have repeated
ly -authorized and appropriated the 

necessary-funds for maintaining-the· oc
cupation forces. I am not aware that 
any question has ever been raised as to 
the moral obligation of the United States 
<and of the other occupying powers) to 
def end the defenseless peoples whose 
countries we are now occupying as a con
sequence of our military victory over 
the Axis powers. 

It is a serious question, however, 
whether we have the power at present to 
fulfill these obligations, and this raises 
the further question as to whether we 
should augment our forces in those areas 
as rapidly as we can, so as to meet the 
unwritten but nevertheless real com
;rnitment we have · assumed by our oc
cupat~on of them since 1945. It · will 
be for Congress· to decide, moreover, if
when the occupations officially termi
nate-we are prepared to consider West
ern Germany, Austria, and Japan as fall
ing within. areas of vital interest to our 
country's defense. 

Fifth. The Philippines: We turn to 
still another type of commitment. This 
one is based on the _mutuality· of interest 
which the United States and the Philip
pines continue to share even though the 
latter country has attained its full inde
pendence. On June 29, 1944, the Con
gress adopted a joint resolution author
l.zing the President to acquire bases in 
the Philippines for the mutual protec
tion of the United States and that coun
try. This agreement was signed at 
Manila on March 17, 1947. Its terms 
provide that the Governments of the two 
countries take the necessary measures 
to promote their mutual security and 
to defend their territories and areas. 
We are ·therefore committed formally 
to the defense of our bases in the Philip
pine Islands, and it is impossible to ig
nore the implication that the agreement 
also commits us to defend the whole of 
the Philippine Islands. As a result of 
an executive agreement authorized in 
advance by congressional · action, the 
vital interest we have had since the 
opening of the century is now matched 
with a commitment to def end it. 

Sixth. The Pacific islands: Along the 
sea and air approaches to the United 
States across the Pacific Ocean we have 
commitments to defend a large number 
of islands. Some, like the Marshalls, 
the Marianas, and the Carolines, we ad
minister under United Nations trustee
ship. Others are smaller Japanese is
lands taken by right of conquest and 
held pending negotiation of a peace 
treaty with Japan. As occupying power 
and as possessor of important bases, we 
are committed to defend Okinawa and 
the other Ryukyu Islands, Iwo Jima and 
the Bonin Islands. · ' 
· This completes my list of commit
ments undertaken by our Government 
for the protection of areas of vital in
terest to American security. Other 
than the defense of its own island pos
·sessions, such as Hawaii, Midway, or 
Guam, the United States has no commit
ments to defend areas of the world out.: 
·side the Western Hemisphere, the North 
Atlantic, Western Europe, including oc
cupation zones and adjacent waters-but 
not including Sweden, Finland, Switzer
land, Spain, Yugoslavia, or Greece-the 
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islands of Japan, the Philippines, and 
tcertain ·South Pacific islands. All of 
these commitments, which imply where 
they do not specifically state it, ·consti
tute pledges by the United States to go 
to war, if necessary, for the defense of 
the area covered by the commitment, 
whether made by treaty, by executive 
agreement, or by virtue of the presence 
of American military forces. 

Thus, unless my information is 
faulty...:...and I welcome corrections where 
I am wrong-it is not true, as has been 
rather recklessly charged from time to 
time, that the administration has made 
commitments of this life-and-death 
character without congressional ap
proval or knowledge, except in the sense 
that negotiations with foreign govern
ments sometimes have created a moral 
obligation on Congress to ratify or legis
late in order to back up diplomatic ar
rangements on which we are not con
sulted in advance. 

Mr. President, in making that state
ment, I do not want to be understood 
by implication to mean that I have ap
proved of all such commitments. In my 
short address today I am trying-and 
perhaps I am taking too long-to outline 
the situation so that our people may 
know what commitments have been 
made when they ask, "Why here?" or 
~'Why there?" They should know the 
answer when they ask, "What responsi
bility do we have? Why are we going to 
.send our troops here, or there? Under 
what authority are we doing it? Under 
whose authority is the action being 
taken? Who has exceeded his author
ity?" I have tried to present a survey 
of the whole field of commitments which 
have actually been made. In every in
stance which I have mentioned the com
mitment was made with the consent of 
Congress. Although I have criticized 
the leadership, and .still expect to criti
cize. it, it is not fair to say that authority 
was assumed or usurped in any instance 
I have mentioned. 

Mr. LANGER. Mr. President, will the 
Senator yield? 
· Mr. GILLETTE. I am glad to yield. 
, Mr. LANGER. It is true, is it not, that 
every Republican who is now criticizing 
the President on the question of sending 
troops voted a great number of times for 
the other commitments? 
, Mr. GILLETTE. The .senator from 
North Dakota is correct, as he almost al
ways is. 

There is one commitment made in this 
past year by the President which did not 
take the form of a treaty or an agree
ment and which was not assumed as a 
legal commitment under the United Na
tions Charter. This was the President's 
order to the Seventh Fleet to neutralize 
the island of Formosa. In effect, this 
amounted to a commitment to protect 
Formosa from invasion by the Chinese 
Communists. Yet it has never been es
tablished by any congressional decision 
that Formosa is to be regarded as an 

- area of vital interest to the United States.· 
On January 21 of this year, however, 
Ambassador Gross, our deputy delegate 
to the United Nations, indicated that 
there has been such a decision reached 
on the highest level of_ our Government. 

XCVII-72 

. I shall now read what Ambassador 
Gross stated. · 

Mr. THYE. Mr. President, will the 
Senator yield for a question? 

Mr. GILLETTE. Of course, I am glad 
to yield to the Senator from Minnesota. 
· Mr. THYE. Was Congress aware and 

did Congress give its consent to the Rus
sian order with respect to the city of 
Berlin which caused the United States 
and its allies, especially the · United 
States, to undertake the airlift in ·order 
to supply Berlin? 

Mr. GILLETTE. I presume the Sena
tor is referring to the agreements 
reached at Tehran and Yalta. 

Mr. THYE. That if:; correct. Was 
Congress aware of the fact that such a 
situation was to be established, which 
was to cause our Nation the expense, 
both in dollars and in physical equip
ment, and the loss of our men, in order 
to supply the United States sector of 
Berlin ·with food when the Russians im
posed their embargo? 

Mr. GILLETTE. To the best of my 
recollection, there was no such informa
tion given to the Congress of the United 
States. I was a Member of the Senate 
at the time. However, I ask the Sena
tor from Minnesota to keep in mind that 
when the agreements were negotiated in 
Tehran and Yalta we were engaged in 
the Second World War. It was during 
the war that we entered into the agree
ments. Again I may say, having some 
inside information at the time of the 
character of the agreements, I was not 
one who approved. The fact remains 
that they were in the nature of military 
agreements which were made to meet an 
exigency of war which was very real at 
the time. .I do not know whether, had I 
been representing the United States at 
one of the conferences, I would have 
agreed to what was agreed to by the then 
President of the United States, and in 
the conclusions which were reached. I 
have sometimes questioned whether I 
would or would not. However, if my 
recollection serves me correctly-and I 
hope it does-at that time there was se
rious doubt with respect to overtures 
which we were told had been made by 
the Central Powers to Russia to make a 
separate peace, to take Russia out of the 
war so that the Central Powers would 
not be compelled to fight on two fronts, 
but could concentrate their forces to 
meet our attack across the Channel on 
the Normandy coast. 

Mr. LEHMAN. Mr. President, will 
the Senator yield for a question? 
· Mr. GILLETTE. Let me finish this 
point. 

Mr. THYE. Mr. President, will the 
Senator yield further on that point? 
· Mr. GILLETTE. Let me finish, please. 

The fact that it was militarily impos
sible, in the opinion of our best military 
minds, for us to meet the German might 
on one front. It was necessary that 
Russia should stay in the war so that 
the. Central Powers could be divided and 
compelled . to meet an attack from two 
fronts. That necessity was so vital and 
so real that, much as I deplore some of 
the agreements which were made at the 
places mentioned by the Senator and 
mentioned by me, if I had been there, 

knowing what the result tnight have been 
if we had ref used to accede to demands 
of that kind, I am not sure what I would 
have done. I have asked myself over and 
over again, if the question had been 
placed before me for decision, what my 
answer would have been. Perhaps if I 
had been there I would not be so critical 
as I have ·been of those who entered into 
such agreements. 

Mr. THYE. Mr. President, will the 
Senator further yield? 

Mr. GILLETTE. I yield. 
-Mr. THYE. There has always been a 

question in my mind as to what the 
United States leaders were thinking of 
when they made such grave concessions 
to a country such as Soviet Russia. 
Whether they were military men who 
sat in the conferences, or whether they 
were diplomatic representatives of our 
Government, with the then President. 
what were men thinking of when they 
made such grave concessions, when the 
cordon about Berlin was acceded to? 
The same thing w.as true of Vienna, and 
all of eastern Austria. The productivity 
of Austria was yielded to Russian con
trol. Those two examples on the Euro
pean continent would lead us to question 
the wisdom of those decisions. 
. The next question, of course, is with 
respect to Manchuria. An agreement 
was entered into that Russia should have 
control over that vast area of China. 
Then there was the decision as to the 
thirty-eighth parallel in Korea. Some 
very seriou~ commitments were made, of 
which Congress was not aware. That 
leads us today to be more critical and 
more demanding in our desire to know 
what the commitments are. The Sena
tor and I are today attempting to avoid 
mistakes such as those which have proved 
to be so terrifically costly to this Nation. 
They have caused us a great deal of ex-· 
pense in the South Pacific, and have re
sulted in the loss of many of our youths 
in the very :tiower of life. 

All this was the result of mistakes in 
years past. For that reason some of us 
are asking today that ~10 more secret · 
commitments be made. We say to our 
leaders, "Let us know what you are 
thinking. Let us know what plans and 
agreements you are entering into before 
you commit this Nation." I can only 
say to the very. able Senator from Iowa 
that although those commitments may 
have seemed wise under the pressure of 
war, yet they were far-reaching and very 
heavily weighted. · 
. Men should not make such commit
ments unbeknown to those who are 
elected by the people of the Republic. 
The Members of the House are ·elected 
every 2 years, and one-third of the mem
bership of this body is elected every 2 
years. We are the ones who must an
swer to the people in our respective dis
tricts or States as to what is being com
mitted and what is being done by the 
Government. Unless we ate informed, 
and unless we can know .today, tomor
row, and in years to come, to what this 
Government commits itself and what 
agre~ments it enters into, we are not 
going to be abie to def end our action, 
nor can we in any sense exercise the 
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responsibilities with which those who 
"'e'iected us entrusted us. 

Personally ·I hope that there will be 
sufiicient respect for the legislative 
branch on the part of the Executive and 
the State Department to be frank and 
honest and give us information as to 
what they are confronted with, and what 
the plans and commitments of the 
United States are to be. 

I thank the Senator for yielding so 
much time to me. 

Mr. GILLETTE. It was a pleasure to 
yield to the distinguished Senator from 
Minnesota. Let me say that I am in 
accord with his statesmanlike remarks. 

· In addition to some of the commitments 
to which he referred, other commit
ments were made at that time which 
seemed necessary to meet the exingen
cies of the situation. I have mentioned 
them over the years. I question now. 
and will question so long as I am a Mem
ber of the United States Senate, the 
commitment of this Nation .under 
usurped authority, authority which no 
agency of the Government possesses. 
without going through the constitu
tional processes under which recognition 
is given to the responsibility of the leg
islative branch. 

The question which the Senator just 
asked was in accord with his responsi
bility as a Senator from the State of 
Minnesota. He is discharging his duty. 
He does not need to apologize for it. 

What I h-ave tried to do in the outline 
which I have given here today is to an
swer the questions which the people are 
asking the Senator from Minnesota and 
me and every other Senator-such ques
tions as, ''Why are we doing this?" or 
"Under what authority is that being 
done?" I have tried, by a survey, to 
show the commitments which have been 
made. I have quoted from them, and 
have read them, telling when they were 
were made, and when the Congress, by 
action, gave its approval. I am not by 
implication or suggestion-heaven for
bid-giving my endorsement to com
mitments which have not been reached 
through constitutional processes. I as
sure the able Senator that I very much 
appreciate his contribution. 

Mr. THYE. I thank the Senator for . 
yielding so much time. 

Mr. LEHMAN. Mr. President, will 
the Senator yield? . 

Mr. GILLE'ITE. -I yield. 
Mr. LEHMAN. I was not in the Sen

ate during the years referred to by the · 
Senator from Iowa. I assume, of course, 
that the agreements reached at Yalta 
and Tehran were neither reported to 
nor approved by the United States Sen
ate. But is it not a fact that agree
ments which were made under other 
circumstances and in different areas 
also were not reported to or agreed to or 
approved by the United States Senate? 

I have in mind, for example, the great 
conference which was held at Casa
blanca. As a result of that conference, 
which was not reported to or approved 
by the Senate, we were able, in conjunc
tion with our allies, to drive the German 
forces out of Africa and to make safe 
the entire Middle East. We were en
abled to develop an easy and rapid route 

to India, ahd to provide for the inva
sion of Sicily, and finally of Italy. 

Is it not also true that the historic 
agreement which was entered into in 
1943 or 1944 to open up a second front 
in the war by an invasion of Normandy 
on the north and of Italy on the south, 
was not reported to or approved by the 
Senate? Yet I cannot beiieve that any
one would question the wisdom or neces
sity of those great and historic move
ments. Had those agreements not been 
made by those who were fighting shoul
der to shoulder with us, on our side, 
the entire history of the world, in my 
opinion, might readily have been 
changed. 

Mr. GILLETTE. I thank the Senator 
from New York. 

I may add to what I have already said 
that at the time I was critical when in
formation came to me of the purported 
agreements which had been made. I 
questioned very much whether they 
should have been made. But I repeat 
what I said a moment ago, hat I have 
asked myself hundreds of times whether, 
had I been in the same position of those 
then in authority, had I been President 
of the United States or authorized to 
speak for the United States, I would not 
have entered into the same. agreements. 

If, for instance, word came to me
and it did come to me indirectly at that 
time-that _Germany had made over
tures to the Soviet Union for a separate 
peace, what would I have done had I been 
in authority? Let us assume that Ger
many had said, in effect, to Russia, 
"What are you fighting for? What do 
you want? You have been bled white? 
You have killed millions of our boys and 
we have killed millions of your boys. 
What do you want? Do you want the 
Dardanelles? All right, you may have 
them. Do you want a warm seaport in 
the Adriatic? All right, you may have 
it. Do you want the Baltic States, Lat
via, 'Lithuania, and Estonia? All right, 
you may have them. What do you 
want? Do you want these things? 
Then why do you continue to be a cat's
paw for Great Britain and the United 
states, if you can obtain the things you 
want? We will give you everything you 
want if you will make peace with us 
now." 

Mr. THYE. Mr. President, will the 
Senator yield? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does 
the Senator from Iowa yield to the Sena
tor from Minnesota? 

Mr. GILLETTE. I yield. 
Mr. THYE. It would be difficult for 

any nation to feel it was a cat's-paw 
after an invading army had driven into 
it and had destroyed many of its cities, 
as the Hitler arm had destroyed rr..any 
of the cities of Russia, had devastated 
the countryside, had bled white great 
districts of the country by killing or tak
ing captive many of its children, women, 
and men-all who were not in the mili
tary forces. It would be quite difficult 
for Russia, facing an enemy such as 
Hitler's army, which had so invaded it 
and had so destroyed many of its cities, 
to think of giving up and not seeking 
revenge. 

I believe that Russia was seeking re
venge, and that our Nation, the United 

States of America, did not have to plead 
with or beg very strongly that Russia 
continue in the war. It was not neces
sary for the United States to give·an as
surance to Russia that she could have 
Poland, that she could have Easte.rn 
Germany, that she could have the city 
of Berlin, with the land immediately 
surrounding it, and with no corridor for 
us to enter Berlin. It was not necessary 
to give to Russia eastern Austria, with 
all its industrial potentialities, leaving 
only the mountainous summer resort 
area of Austria under the control of the 
countries that were allies of the United 
States. 

So I say that we must have to draw 
on our imagination to quite an extent to 
reach the conclusion that we had to 
make overtures to Russia in order to 
keep Russia with us .in the war, after 
Hitler's army had invaded Russia, de
stroyed so many of its cities, mutilated 
its manpower, annihilated the resources 
of the section of Russia the Hitler army 
entered, and committed unspeakable 
acts of cruelty against the women, the 
children, and the aged of Russia. · We 
will have to draw quite strongly on o:ir 
imagination to be able to say that we 
had to make over~ures to Russia to in
duce her to remain in the war. 

Mr. GILLETTE. In view of what the 
able Eenator from Minnesota has just 
said, I withdraw the complete endorse
ment I gave to his remarks made a little 
while ago. I cannot follow him into the 
realm of conjecture. I cannot follow 
him into the realm of what might have 
been. ':':'he fact of the matter is that we 
were faced with a military situation, as I 
recall conditions at that time, preparing 
for an attack across the Channel, an in
vasion of the Normandy coast, which at 
best was a terrible and a dangerous ven
ture. It was an impo~sible venture if 
the Central Powers could bring their 
whole force to bear. We could not at 
that time enter into the conjectural field 
and say, "Well, maybe Russia will not 
make peace with Germany. Maybe she 
will recall the German attack on Stalin
grad. Maybe she will recall the devasta
tion of the Ukraine. Maybe she will not 
make peace. But maybe she will." 

Mr. McMAHON and Mr. THYE ad
dressed the Chair. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the 
Senator from Iowa yield; and, if so, to 
whom? 

Mr. GILLETTE. I will yield as soon 
as I complete my statement. If she had 
made peace with Germany would we not 
have been in a dangerous position? We 
would have been in an impossible position 
militarily. Again I say that perhaps no 
man has been more critical than I have 
of the concessions which have been made 
to Russia; but I recognize the realities, 
and I repeat, I have asked myself over 
and over again: What would I have done 
had I been in the position of authority 
and a military decision had to be made? 
Yes, a military decision in connection 
with implementing a policy that was laid 
down by allied nations. 

Will the able Senator from Minnesota. 
excuse me while I yield to the able Sena
tor from Connecticut [Mr. McMAHON]? 

Mr. THYE. Mr. President, I had just 
one thought in that connection. I may 
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. say, if the Senator will be kind enough 

to yield one more moment, that if my 
memory serves nie a right, Russia was 
insisting and criticizing the United 
States and countries allied with us be
cause we did not establish a second 
front in order to give Russia a little re
lief from the full impact of Hitler's army. 

Mr. GILLETTE. That is correct. 
· Mr. THYE. So, I think . Russia was 

pleading with and begging us, and we 
were not at that particular time the one 
that was begging and pleading with 
Russia to remain in the struggle. Russia 
was the country that was begging of us 
to establish a second front. Yet we 
made the concession with regard to the 
city of Berlin, with no corridor for us to 
get into it, and the concession with re
spect to Vienna, and the concession 
dividing Germany and dividing Austria. 
For that reason I feel that in the event 
Congress had had an opportunity to look 
at the chapters which were being written 
then, we might have been a little bit 
more realistic and not been quite so gen
erous in the concessions which were 
made at that particular time. 

Mr. GILLETTE. I think that is un
doubtedly true, but it was information 
which could not have been given out at 
that time when we were at war with the 
Central Puwers, and confronting the 
greatest military force that had ever 
been assembled. The measures were 
those which were taken to meet the 
problems which arose as . to whether we 
would establish two fronts or whether 
we must concentrate on one. The fear 
that we could not · cope with the enemy 
on more than one front was information 
which .could not have been made avail
able at that time. The enemy had 
enough information as it was respecting 
our military potential, so we could not 
make that information available to 
them. 

Mr. McMAHON and Mr. FERGUSON 
addressed the Chair. .. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the 
Senator yield; and if so, to whom? 

Mr. GILLETTE. I -Yield first to the 
Senator from Connecticut, after which 
I shall be glad to yield to the Sena tor 
from Michigan. 

Mr. McMAHON. I wish to compli
ment the Senator from Iowa on his in
tellectual integrity. The Senator from 
Iowa is trying to place himself in the 
'Position of the men who . were at the 
conference and who were connected with 
the events which took place at the time, 
rather than trying to be a grandstand 
quarterback. I suppose the greatest ex
ample of the reiteration of errors being 
accepted as true is the constant outpour
ing we have heard in this Chamber about 
the conferences held at Yalta, Tehran 
and Potsdam. I desire to say now that 
Winston S. Churchill was the signatory 
for Great Britain to every one of the doc .. 
uments. I do not believe there are many 
who will rise to challenge the statement 
that he has been one of the great leaders 
of history. He is a man· known for his 
perspicacity in matters pertaining to 
military strategy, 

The Senator is correct in saying that 
these were military agreements made in 
the face of information the men in 

authority hatl at the time. At Yalta 
they were told that we would lose a mil .. 
lion more men upon the shores of Japan 
if an invasion were made of that country. 
Perhaps that invasion would not have 
taken place, and it did not take place, 
but that is one of the factors which Mr. 
Churchill, as well as Mr. Roosevelt, had 
to weigh. 

I should like to point out to the Sen
a tor from Minnesota that so far as the 
Potsdam Agreement is concerned, Mr. 
Churchill was at Potsdam for two-thirds 
of that conference; and he, too, approved 
the agreement. I, for one, am looking 
forward with a great deal of anticipa
tion to Mr. Churchill's forthcoming 
book, in which he will discuss his par .. 
ticipation in those conferences, because 
I think it will do much to correct some 
of the misapprehensions about them. 

Mr. President, the present difficulties 
in the world have been caused, not by 
the agreements which were made at 
those conferences, but by the breaking 
of those agreements. At those confer
ences, free elections in Poland were 
promised. However, we know that free 
elections in Poland did not occur. When 
that promise was broken, we had the 
choice of doing one of two things: Either 
do what we did, and swallow the fact of 
the breaking of the promise; or else 
make war to enforce the promise. At 
that time I did not hear from any Mem
ber of this body, any Member either on 
the other side of the aisle or on this side 
of the aisle, a suggestion that we go to 
war. 

At the time when the Yalta conference 
was held, there was no assurance that 
the atomic bomb would be used, and 
would be used effectively. There was no 
assurance that we would not soon find 
our forces fighting the enemy on the 
mainland of Japan. - I, for one, think 
it was necessary at that time to do all 
that possibly could be dm.e to insure 
that Russia would agree to join us in the 
war in the Far East; for if at that time 
things had not turned out as they sub
sequently did, and if it had not been 
found, subsequently, that we did not 
need to have the Russians come into the . 
struggle in the Far East, we would have 
had to make-alone-that invasion, an 

· invasion in which hundreds of thousands 
of American boys would have died on the 
shores of Japan. 

So, Mr. President, it is easy enough to 
answer after the event has occurred. 
However, that does not alter the situa
tion and the problems confronting our 
leaders at the time when those con
ferences were held. 

So I am delighted that the Senator 
from Iowa has raised . this question. It 
is something upon which the American 
people need education. I wish to say 
that when all the ms· of which we are 
now the victim are paraded as being the 
result of the conferences at Yalta, Teh· 
ran, and Potsdam, I, for one, will rise · 
to challenge that thesis, because I think 
such a .conclusion is demonstrably in 
error and can be refuted. 

Mr. FERGUSON. Mr. President, will 
the Senator yield? 

Mr. GILLETTE. I yield. 

Mr. FERGUSON. Does not the Sena
tor from Iowa distinguish between 
agreements of the kind ref erred to by 
the Senator from New York, in connec
tion with the landing of troops at Nor
mandy, and the agreements which were 
made in regard to the way we would fight 
the war in North Africa-agreements 
purely and simply as to military, strate-

. gic acts-as compared with the agree
ment made at Yalta, iri which a division 
of the world was agreed upon? Does not 
the Senator distinguish between those 
two kinds of agreements, one of which 
was of immediate military importance 
and the other of long-range political 
significance? 

Mr. GILLETTE. Certainly, Mr. Presi
dent, I see a difference. However, all the 
agreements which have been referred to 
in the debate were made in the light of a 
military need and the necessity for mili
tary implementation. There were differ
ences. One could be a strategic decision; 
one could be made on the field of battle; 
or one could involve other areas of land 
or an over-all picture of the area or of 
the cementing factors in (!onnection with 
which the Allied Powers had formed a 
~oalition. Of course there are differ
ences. However, there is the one com
mon denominator, namely, that all 
t.hose agreements were made· in time of 
war, and to carry out a military mission. 

Mr. FERGUSON. Mr. President, .will 
the Senator yield further? 

Mr. GILLETTE. Of course. 
Mr. FERGUSON. Is it not true that 

the Potsdam agreement was made after 
the-end of the war in Europe? 

Mr. GILLETTE. Oh yes. The collo
quy I had with the Senator from Minne
sota was with reference to Tehran and 
Yalta. · 

Mr. FERGUSON. The Tehran agree
ment was made in December 1943; the 
Yalta agreement was made in February 
1945; and the Potsdam agreement was 
made in August 1945. 

Mr. GILLETTE. Yes. . In our collo
quy, no reference was made to the Pots
dam agreement. It was mentioned by 
the able Senator from Connecticut. 

Mr. FERGUSON. The Senator from 
Connecticut [Mr. McMAHON] has now 
said those agreements have been 
breached by the Soviet Union. Does not 
the Senator agree that because of the 
breach of those agreements, they are no 
longer binding upon the United States 
of America, even if they ever had any 
binding effect? Is not that a fact? 

Mr. GILLETTE. If the Senator from 
Connecticut said that, at least I did not 
draw that conclusion from what he said. 

Mr. FERGUSON. Did he not say 
those agreements had been breached by 
the other side? 

Mr. McMAHON. Mr. President, if the 
Senator from Iowa will yield, let me say 
that I did say that; but I drew no con
clusion that the breaching of them by 
the Soviet Union released us from the 
obligations we had assumed. I do not 
pass on that point at all. I am inter
ested about the conclusion the Senator 
from Michigan wishes to draw from the 
fact that they have been breached, and 
I am interested in knowing what he 
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thinks the breaching of them gives us · a 
right to do. 

Mr. FERGUSOH. Mr. President, I 
wish to draw this conclusion, and I now 
state it on the floor of the Senate-

Mr. McMAHON. The Senator is no
where else. 

Mr. FERGUSON. I wish to draw the 
conclusion that the United States of 
America should repudiate those agree
ments, first, on the ground that there 
was no authority, under the Constitution 
of the United States, to make them; and, . 
second, that even if they were made with 
authority-and they were not-they 
have been repudiated by the other party, 
and, therefore, have no more binding 
effect upon the United States of Amer
ica, and the time has arrived when they 
should be repudiated. 

Mr. McMAHON. Very well; so now 
they are repudiated. So what? What 
does the Senator want us to do now? 

Mr. McFARLiAND, Mr. FERGUSON, 
and Mr. LEHMAN addressed the Chair. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the 
senator from Iowa yield; and if so, to 
whom? 

Mr. GILLETTE. I yield first to the 
distinguished Senator from Arizona, the 
majority leader; and then I shall yield 
to the Senator from New York-assum
ing that the Senator from Michigan has 
concluded. 

Mr. FERGUSON. I have other ques
tions to ask, but I am willing to wait. 

Mr. McFARLAND. Mr. President, let 
me ask the distinguished Senator from 
Iowa whether I correctly summarize the 
statement he has made: We followed· a 
certain course during the war, and we 
won the war. Now no one, even if he is 
critical of that course, can truthfully 
say that he knows we would have won 
the war if we had followed a different 
course. 

Mr. GILLETTE. I thank the Senator 
from Arizona for that contribution. 

Now I yield to the Senator from New 
York. 

Mr. LEHMAN. Mr. President, the dis- , 
tinguished Senator from Michigan has 
tried to differentiate between the kind 
of agreement made at Casablanca, and 
in connection with the invasion of Nor- . 
mandy, and the Tehran and Yalta agree
ments. 

Mr. FERGUSON. Mr. President, if 
the Senator from Iowa will yield, let me 
say I did not try to differentiate or dis- · 
tinguish between them; I did distinguish 
between them. 

Mr. LEHMAN. Mr. President, let me 
say to the Senator from Michigan, if I 
may, that there is no distinction, for the 
agreements reached at Yalta and the 
agreements reached at Tehran were just 
as definitely military in character as 
were the other agreements to which ref
erence has been made. 

I am quite certain that the distin
guished Senator from Michigan will real
ize that the agreement which was made 
at Tehran was the one under which the 
Soviet Government promised its aid in 
liberating China and in saving the 
United states the rigors and agony of 
acting alone in the invasion of Japan. 

This afternoon I have heard state
ments made which are so typical, in my 
opinion, of many pieces of wisdom which 

come after the act, instead of before it. 
The impression has been given here that 
at the end of 1944 the war was over, and 
that we did not have to make any con
cessions to the Soviet Government or 
use such influence and power as we had 
to get Russia to join us in the war in the 
Far East. 

Mr. President, I happened to be in 
France in December 1944. Prior to that 
time, everything from a military stand
point had been going along splendidly. 
However, as the Members of the Senate 
will recall, on or about December 1, 1944, 
and for a month thereafter, the Battle 
of the Bulge occurred. Having been 
fairly near the scene of that battle, I can 
say to the Senate-of course, I realize 
that some of our colleagues may have 
forgotten about this, because it occurred 
6 years ago-that the people of France, 
who had been liberated only several 
months before then, and the people of 
Great Britain, and, I am very confident, 
the people of the United States, were 
very much frightened at the develop
ments which had occurred because of 
the progress made by the Nazis in the 
Battle of the Bulge. 

It is all very fine to say now that we 
should have done this or should have 
done that; but I admire the Senator 
from Iowa very greatly for having had 
the courage to say here what many of us 
have felt, and what some of us have 
publicly expressed, that it is much easier 
to criticize after the fact, and to be wise 
after the fact, than before. 

Mr. THYE. Mr. President, will the 
Senator yield? 

Mr. LEHMAN. The Senator from 
Iowa has the floor. 

Mr. THYE. It will take me only a 
moment. 

Mr. GILLETTE. I hope Senators will 
be a little more considerate. I have 
been on my feet for almost 2 hours, and 
I am an old man. 

Mr. THYE. The Senator looks very 
young, I may say. 

Mr. GILLETTE. I should like to con
clude. In view of the fact that the 
Senator from Michigan engaged in 
colloquy with the Senator from New 
York, I should yield to· him briefly, and 
then to the Senator from Nevada; and 
then, if my good neighbor, the Senator 
·from Minnesota, insists, I shall yield 
very briefly to h im. 

Mr. THYE. I thank the Senator. 
Mr. FERGUSON. Mr. Pre.sident, if 

the Senator will yield, in order that the 
RECORD may be correct, I merely want 
to call attention to the fact that the 
landing in Normandy occurred on June 
6, 1944. . 

Mr. LEHMAN. I believe that is the 
date I gave in my brief remarks. 

Mr. FERGUSON. Is it not true that 
the Senator from Iowa has sought in 
his remarks today to leave the impres
sion that the United States of America 
was threatened with a representation 
that, unless we made the agreements 
at Tehran and Yalta, which have been 
described here, our ally, the Soviet 
Union, was going to desert the ship and 
go back to the Germans, where it had 
been previously? We, of course, know 
that the Russians originally had a treaty 
of friendship with the Germans, which 

they repudiated. The effect of their de
serting the German~ ultimately l;lrought 
them side by side with ·America, Great 
Britain, and the other allies, but is not 
the Senator trying to indicate that they 
were about to go back to the Germans 
unless we made these agreements? If 
that is true, then were the agreements 
not made under such threats, such black
mail, that they should no longer be con
sidered binding upon the United States? 

Mr. GILLETTE. I should not want to 
draw any such conclusion. I may say 
in reply to the distinguished Senator 
that I not only wanted to leave the im
pression to which he just referred, but 
those of us who were accorded infor
mation at the time were told definitely 
that that was a factor, and that it was 
a fact that that possibility was consid
ered-not a· probability, not a possibil
ity, but a fact-and in connection with 
a military decision, every factor must 
be taken into consideration. Whether 
they would have done it or not, I do n0t 
know. 

Mr. FERGUSON. The Senator has 
indicated that he was "in the know." 

Mr. GILLETTE. Oh, no. 
Mr. FERGUSON. The Senator from 

Michigan certainly was not. 
Mr. GILLETTE. I beg the Senator's 

pardon. The Senator from Iowa has 
been here a number of years, and it is 
surprising how infrequently he has been 
let in "on the know." In fact, the Sen
ator from Iowa has often felt that the 
door was definitely closed against him. 

Mr. FERGUSON. Would the Senator 
say that he and the Senator from Michi
gan fared about equally in that respect? 
But is it not true that the President of 
the United States, returning to this coun
try, stated to a joint session of the Con
gress that no agreements had been 
made that affected the Pacific War or the 
Far East, whereas we now know that 
very extensive and very serious agree
ments of a political nature affecting the 
Far East were made with the Russians? 

Mr. GILLETTE. Is the Senator ref er
ring to. the Potsdam agreement? 

Mr. FERGUSON. No; I am referring 
to the Yalta a·greement: 

Mr. G~LLETTE. My memory does not 
serve me on that. 

Mr. FERGUSON. I am sure the rec
ord will show that; and I was wonder
ing how, with that statement in the· 
RECORD, it would be possible for the Sen
ator from Iowa to know that there was 
a threat sufficient to cause the yielding 
to these agreements. 

Mr. GILLETTE. The Senator from 
Iowa at that time was a member of the 
Senate Foreign Relations Committee. 
The information to which I have al
luded - perhaps unfortunately, at this 
time-wa~ information which I gained 
at that time. It was certainly a factor 
in the conclusions which were reached. 

I yield now to the Senator from 
Nevada. 
WE GAVE MANCHURIA, BERLIN, AND NORTH KO• 

REA AWAY WITHOUT SAFEGUARD 

Mr. MALONE. Mr. President, inas
much as we are endeavoring to keep the 
record straight, I should like to ask the 
Senator a question in line with the dis
cussion between the Senator from Iowa 
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and the Senator from Connecticut. I 
should like to ask him whether it is not a 
fact that the Yalta agreement virtualfy 
gave, or had the effect of giving Man
churia· to the Russians; in other words," 
through turning over the transportation 
systems and the harbors to the Russians 
we gave them control of Manchuria-the 
bread basket of China. Is not that true? 

In addition, it was without the knowl· 
edge of the Chinese themselves, or of the 
Nationalist Government which was in 
power at the time; and later pressure 
was brought to bear on Chiang Kai-shek 
to accept the agreement. 

Mr. GILLETTE. I thank the Senator 
from Nevada. I may say in reply that, 
trusting entirely to memory, I have been 
forced far afield in this discussion. I was 
discussing an entirely different matter. 
I was attempting, in my poor way, to 
cover the field of commitments which we 
have undoubtedly made, and obligations 
under which we are now functioning; so 
that I, along with other Senators, could 
give something by way of answer to our 
people when they ask, "Why are we 
doing this? Why are we doing that? 
Under what authority are we doing it?" 
We should have something definite to 
present in reply. · 

I wish to add-and then I hope the 
Senator will excuse me-that no Member 
of the Senate will fight any more strenu
ously than will the junior Senator from 
Iowa any attempt on the part of the 
executive department or of the judicial 
department to infringe upon the respon
sibilities and duties of the legislative de
partment. On this floor I have, in tirp.es 
past, made a very lengthy talk on the 
question of the execution of agreements 
by the executive department without 
submission to the Congress. 

If the Senator will be.ar with me, I 
shall repeat what I said on that occasion. 
I submitted to the State Department at 
the time a query as to what it considered 
.a treaty which must be submitted to the 
Senate for ratification, and what it con
sidered an executive agreement. The 
reply of the State Department, which I 
have in my file, stated the difference in 
this way: A treaty is a contract which 
must be submitted to the Senate for rati
fication; an executive agreement is one 
which does not have to be submitted to 
the Senate. I cited at that time some
thing I had heard as a boy. I was told 
the way to distinguish a male pigeon from 
a female. The method was, to put corn 
in front of the bird; if he picked it up, 
it was a he; and if she picked it up, it 
was a she. 

Mr. President, so long as I can speak, 
and so long as I am a Member of the 
Senate, speaking on this floor, I shall 
jealously fight to the extent of my ability 
in defense of the responsibility and au
thority of this legislative body under the 
Constitution of the United States. 

Let me repeat that I merely wanted 
today to outline the kinds of obligations 
which had been ratified, commitments 
which had been made and either ex
pressly or by implication had been rati
fied by the Senate of the United States. 
I had no desire, and I certainly did not 
expect, to discuss the agreements made 
at Tehran, Yalta, and Potsdam, under 
the personal guidance of the Senator 

from Minnesota or the · Senator from 
Michigan. 

Mr. THYE. Mr. President, will the 
Senator yield for a brief moment? 

Mr. GILLETTE. I had not quite 
finished. 

Mr. FERGUSON. Mr. President, I 
should like to get on the record one 
more date, namely, of the Cairo Confer
ence of November 22 to November 26, 
1943. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. To whom 
did the Senator from Iowa yield? 

Mr. FERGUSON. I understood the 
Senator yielded to the Senator from 
Michigan. 

Mr. GILLETTE. I had been yielding 
to the Senator from Michigan. I now 
yield to the Senator from Nevada. 

Mr. MALONE. Mr. President, I hope I 
have not diverted the distinguished jun
ior Senator from Iowa . from his theme. 
I had no intention of doing that. On the 
contrary, I want to compliment him on 
the job he is doing in documenting this 
evidence, because it is very important. 
We gave Berlin to the Russians without 
any means of egress or ingress. I shall 
not take the time of the Senate now to 
enumerate the many other instances 
when similar serious mistake were made. 
I have in times past stated 'them to the 
Senate in some detail. 

Russia actually entered the war 2 days 
after the first atom bomb was exploded 
in Japan. I suppose she waited to see 
whether the bomb would actually ex
plode. The distinguished senior Senator 
from Connecticut indicated that the rea
son we wanted to assure ourselves of 
Russia's support was that maybe we were 
not sure the atom bomb would explode. 

Mr. Presi<;lent, of course, it was, and is 
well known that Japan had been trying 
for a considerable time to surrender be
fore we used the bomb and before Russia 
came in. 

I thank the Senator for yielding to me. 
Mr. THYE. Mr. President, will the 

Sena tor yield? 
Mr. GILLETTE. I yield. 
Mr. THYE. Mr. President, the only 

reason for making the comments I made 
when the very able Senator from Iowa 
was speaking was to endeavor to get all 
the facts in the RECORD. I like the Sen
ator from Iowa too well to disagree with 
him. 

I am reminded of the old Chinese prov
erb, which is as follows: 

Look back that you have the wisdom to 
intelligently look forward. 

Mr. GILLETTE. Mr. President, since 
the Senator has been kind enough to 
refer to my courtesy, I hope he will con
tinue to be kind enough to permit me 
to conclude my remarks. 

I was about to read what Ambassador 
Gross said, as follows: 

We have reserved a.nd continue to reserve 
the right to make certain that the question 
of Formosa will be handled in a way com
pletely consistent with our national interest 
and security. 

It might be wise, Mr. President, if this 
is the official American posi~ion with re
gard to one of the most controversial 
areas on earth, for a resolution to be 
considered by the Congres13 supporting-. 
or rejecting, that position, so that there 

will be no doubt anywhere of our inten
tion. Certainly, before we are com
mitted to go to war, if necessary, in the 
defense of Formosa, Congress must 
agree, and express its agreement, that 
Formosa is a vital interest to American 
security. Once this has been deter
mined, we can then determine the rela
tive importance of Formosa in our scale 
of vital interests in the Far East, as 
lesser or greater or equal to American .. 
interests in J apan or the Philippines; 
and with these factors in mind we can 
more readily determine the nature and 
the extent of the commitment we shall 
make for its defense. Should it be the • 
judgment of Congress that America has 
no vital interest in Formosa, we would 
of course take a quite different course. 
All I am asking is that the determina
tiCm be made, one way or the other. 

THE AREA OF THE GAP 

The United States, as we have seen, 
has commitments in one form or 
another from the Adriatic coast of Italy 
westward across the Atlantic and Pacific 
Oceans to the western shores of the 
Japanese and Philippine Islands. No
where east of the boot of Italy, all the 
way eastward through the Mediterra
nean, the Middle East and into South
east Asia up to the Pacific shores of 
Indochina, is the United States com
mitted by treaty, agreement, occupation 
force or otherwise, to go to war for the 
defense of any country lying along that 
huge stretch of territory. 

Our military assistance goes to many 
of the countries in this area but this in 
no sense obligates us to go to their de
fense. As things now stand, the only 
way we could become involved in any 
outbreak along this line would be in case 
the United Nations took action recom
mending or deciding that the United 
States and other members send forces 
for the defense of a country attacked in 
that area. · 

Yet this immense territory, extending 
from the middle of the Mediterranean to 
the Pacific shores of Indochina, lies along 
the longest land frontier of the Soviet 
orbit. At no point thereon is the United 
States, except by United Nations action, . 
pledged to the defense of a victim of 
aggression. 

There are sound historical reasons for 
this. In our time, this whole stretch has 
been largely a zone of British, and to a 
lesser extent, French influence, vying, 
of course, with Russian influence, both 
czarist and Communist. America's in
terests there have certainly grown 
greater since the war. The first appli
cation of the doctrin·e of containment, 
if you wish to interpret it as such, came 
in Greece and Turkey. Even prior to 
that, in the late winter of 1946, we coun
tered the Soviet pressure on Iran and 
were able to keep the Russian power 
from pouring into that country. The 
great oil fields of the Middle East, which 
we have both an economic and a stra
tegic stake in keeping out of Soviet 
hands, are an area of real importance 
to the United States. 

If these areas should be lost to Soviet 
control, thoce is no knowing how far 
the disaster might spread: Europe de
prived at a stroke of its source of oil, the 
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Suez Canal overrun, Africa laid open to 
penetration and conquest, 400,000,000 
Hindus and Pakistanis swallowed up 
into the manpower machine of the So
viet Union. 

Here is the great gap in application of 
the doctrine of containment. Here the 
United States has defined no truly vital 
interests; at least it is most doubtful 
if the American people are now per
suaded that such interests exist. Here 
we have no firm commitments to go to 
war for our own defense by defending 
these distant regions. Here we have no 
sufficient power to fulfill commitments 
even tf we had them. 

The primary responsibility for guard
ing this area is not America's. That re
sponsibility lies chiefly with the British 
Commonwealth of Nations, and is shared 
at the Far East terminal by France in 
Indochina. The Commonwealth coun
tries having vital interests in this region 
would seem to include the United King;;. 
dom, India, Pakistan, and Ceylon, in the 
front rank, Australia, New Zealand, 
South Africa and the other British 
African states in the second rank. 

American interests · may be great in 
this area, especially in checking expan
sion of Soviet power, but they do not 
appear to be vital interests to the sam~ 
degree as the areas surrounding the 
oceans between which we live. Our role 
there is necessarily secondary, subsidi
ary, and auxiliary. 

·If the day should come when a com
mitment to go to the defense of this 
vast region, or any part of it, is pro
posed to the American people, I hope 
and pray that we will have long since 
reached an agreement among ourselves 
whether or not, in the light of our long
range security, of the techniques of 
modern warfare and of the global situa
tion vis-a-vis the Soviet Union, the 
United States does have vital interests 
in that area, interests so vital to our 
Nation's security that we must engage 
in war if need be to protect them. 

CONCLUSION 

Before closing, Mr. President, I want 
to touch only for a moment on the ques
tion of the power we shall need to fulfill 
the commitments we have made or may 
be compelled to make to protect our vital 
interests. 

The chief domestic issues which we will 
debate in this Congress are meaningless 
except in terms of. our foreign policy. 
Foreign policy today is the determinant 
of domestic policy. Taxes, production, 
manpower, prices, wages, profits, hous
ing-all these basic issues of national 
policy cannot even be discussed except in 
relation to what our foreign policy is 
and is going to be. The decisions we 
make this year· and next will shadow all 
we think and feel and do for decades to 
come, indefinitely. Military expendi
tures this coming fiscal year will take 
73 cents of each budget dollar. How 
many men, tanks, trucks, planes, ships, 
bombs; how much wheat, cotton, and 
meat; what rate of taxes and how much 
debt; all these depend on the power we 
intend to mobilize. But how much power 
must we have? What areas will our 
fotces prote~t? Where shall they be sent 

if total war is ' def erred but the perma
nent crisis goes on? Answers can be 
found only in what our foreign policy re
quires, and what that policy requires 
can most easily be seen by studying the 
geography of our position. 

Mr. President, because of my strong 
conviction that we must reach agree
ment on the essentials before we can 
agree on ways and means, I have not 
proposed answers of my own to the ques
tions I have raised. Let us by all means 
debate frankly and freely, but let us 
debate with a view ultimately of forging 
an ironclad base of fundamental agree
ment. On this base, and only on this 
base, can we construct an enduring and 
e:trective foreign policy suited to the age 
in which we live. 

EXHIBIT A 

ARTICLES 3 AND 4 

INTER-AMERICAN TREATY OF RECIPROCAL 
ASSISTANCE 

Article 3 
1. The high contracting parties agree that 

an armed attack by any state against an 
American state shall be considered as an 
attack against all the American states, and, 
consequently, each one of- the said con
tracting parties undertakes to assist in 
meeting the . attack in the exercise of the 
inherent right of individual or collective 
self-defense recognized by article 51 of the 
Charter of the United Nations. 

2. On the request of the state or states 
directly attacked and until the decision of 
the organ of consultation of the inter
American system, each one of the contract
ing parties may determine the immediate 
measures which it may individually take in 
fulfillment of the obligation contained in the 
preceding paragraph and in accordance with 
the principle of continental solidarity. The 
organ of consultation shall meet without de
lay for the purpose of examining those meas
ures and agreeing upon the measures of a col
lective character that should be taken. 

3. The provisions of this article shall be · 
applied in case of any armed attack which 
takes place within the region described in 
article 4 or within the territory of an 
American state. When the attack takes 
place outside of the said areas the provi
sions of article 6 shall be applied. 

4. Measures of self-defense provided for 
under this article may be taken until the 
Security Council of the United Nations has 
taken the measures necessary to maintain 
international peace and security. 

Article 4 
The region to which this treaty refers Is 

bounded as follows: Beginning at the North 
Pole; thence due south to a point 74 de
grees north latitude, 10 degrees west longi
tude; thence by a rhumb line to a point 47 
degrees 30 minutes north latitude, 50 de
grees west longitude; thence by a rhumb 
line to a point 35 degrees north latitude, 
60 degrees west longitude; thence due south 
to a point in 20 degrees north latitude; 
thence by a rhumb line to a point 5 degrees 
north latitude, 24 degrees west longitude; · 
thence due south to the South Pole; thence 
due north to a point 30 degrees south lati
tude, 90 degrees west longitude; thence by 
a rhumb line to a point on the Equator at 
97 degrees west longitude; thence by a rhumb 
line to a point 15 degrees north latitude. 
120 degrees west longitude; thence by a 
rhumb line to a point 50 degrees north lati
tude, 170 degrees east longitude; thence due 
north to a point in 54 degrees north latitude; 
thence by a rhumb line to a point 65 degrees 
80 minutes north latitude, 168 degrees 58 
minutes 5 seconds west longitude; thence due 
north to the North Pole. 

EXHIBIT B 
ARTICLES 5 AND 6 

NORTH ATLANTIC TREATY 

Article 5 
The parties agree that an armed attack 

against one or more of them in Europe or 
N.:>rth America shall be considered an attack 
against them all; and · consequently they 
ag:.ee that, if such an armed attack occurs, 
each ·of them, in exercise of the right of 
individual or collective self-defense recog
nized by article 51 of the Charter of the 
United Nations, will assist the party or par
ti~s so attacked by taking forthwith, indi
vidually and in concert with the other par
ties, such action as it deems necessary, in
cluding the use of armed force, to restore 
and maintain the security of the North At
lant.ic area. 

Any such armed attack and all measures 
taken as a result thereof shall immediately 
be reported to the Security Council. Such 
measures shall be terminated when the Secu
rity Council has taken the measures neces
sary to restore and maintain international 
peace and security. 

Article 6 
Por the purpose of article 5 an armed at

tack on one or more of the parties is deemed 
to include an armed attack on the territory 
of any of the parties in Europe or North 
America, on the Algerian departments of 
France, on the occupation forces of any 
party in Europe, on the islands under the 
jnrisdiction of any party in the North At
lantic area north of the Tropic of Cancer 
or on the vessels or aircraft in this area of 
any of the parties. 

THE RAILROAD STRIKE 

Mr. CARLSON. Mr. President, the 
Senate has had the opportunity of listen
in~ this afternoon to some very able 
speeches, particularly one by the Sena
tor from Iowa [Mr. GILLETTE] and one 
by the Senator from Ohio [Mr. TAFT]. 

Mr. President, the Nation has suffered 
a paralyzing railroad strike, and it is 
not over yet. The stoppage of rail trans
portation as a result of "sickness" among 
employees of operating brotherhoods is 
so ridiculous that mention of it is nau
seating. 

No officer or member of the brother
hoods has o:fiered to condone this type 
of curtailment of railroad· transporta
tion. 

After studying the chronological rec
ord of the conductors' and trainmen's 
wage dispute, one must admit that it has 
been poorly handled; in fact, it has been 
mismanaged and mishandled. 

In checking this case history, one must 
conclude that the administration did not 
have the courage to act and act prop
erly. When the President of the United 
States provided for Government seizure 
of the railroads on August 25, 1950, he 
became directly responsible for the con
tinued operation of the railroads. · 

It is not my intention to discuss the 
merits or the demerits of the agreement 
signed at the White House on December 
21, 1950, or the rejection of the settle
ment by the general chairmen of the 
trainmen's organization on January 5, 
1951, and the rejection by the general 
chairmen of the conductors' organization 
on January 7, 1951. 

There are always two sides to a ques
tion involving wages and working con
ditions. As Governor of the State of 
Kansas, I had an opportunity to sit, with 
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other governors of States .traversed by 
the Missouri Pacific lines, in arriving at 
a settlement of the strike and wage dis
pute last year. TWs gave me an oppor
tunity to study the problems that are 
presented to both the employer and the 
employees. At that meeting the gov
ernors and the representatives of the 
governors of the States were able to 
work out an agreement that brought 
about immediate operation of the rail
roads. 

It is my contention that the adminis
tration should have acted similarly in 
the present situation. The fact that 
they did not take advantage of this op
portunity and use the full influence of 
their offices has cost the Nation and will 
continue to cost the Nation a continu
ing serious loss in the movement of com
modities. It is to that sµbject. that I 
want to devote a few minutes of my 
time. It is my intentjon to discuss 
frankly the effect of this rail tie-up on 
the movement of grain and commodities 
in the Midwest. _ 

At my request, Ralph Clark of the As
sociation of American Railroads, has 
supplied me with figures on the receipts 
of empty boxcars by western roads 
from eastern and couthern connections. 
These daily reports show the effect of 
the first strike, which began December 
13, 1950, and ended 3 days later. On 
December 13, 652 cars were delivered to 
midwestern roads through Chicago, St. 
Louis, Peoria, and ·Memphis. 

On the 14th, the second day .of the 
strike, 374 cars. were delivered, and on 
that B-day week end an average of 253 
cars were delivered. On the second 
week end following the strike, DecembeF 
22 to 25, an average of 362 cars were 
delivered. On the thi-rd week end, De
cember 29 to 31, an average of 557 cars 
were delivered. I am using these figures 
to prove the point that even though the 
strike is over, it takes weeks before the 
movement of cars gets back to normal. 

The daily average movement of cars 
to the midwestern railroads through reg
ular points for November 1950, was 929. 
For December, 550, and for January, 
838. These average daily movements · 
show that even after 50 days following 
the end of the first strike, railroad move
ment of cars to that area had not 
reached the average of the month pre
ceding the strike. 

The present strike, which has not yet 
ended, has lasted 10 days instead. of 3 
days, which was the length of the De
cember strike. It is reasonable to as
sume that it will be late spring before 
the movement of these badly needed cars 
will be back to normal operation. 

Another factor entering into the 
movement of cars is, of course, the ex
t reme cold winter through which we are 
going. This again affects the movement 
of rail transportation. 

My office has received literally hun
dreds of requests from Kansas grain 
dealers and shippers for cars during the 
past few weeks. Typical of these tele
grams is the following from the Dean 
Grain Co., of Agra, Kans.: 

AGRA, KAN:;!., January 23. 
Senator CARLSON: Reference item Topeka 

Daily Capital issue January 20 advising you 
from W~<:hita grain box car supply showing . 
improvement, Missouri Pacific branch rail .. 

ways serving south of here have been receiv
ing more cars possible reason for this favor
able report from that receiving 'station. 
However, certainly does not apply this and 
surrounding Rock Island railway stations ·as 
grain car situation has been getting worse 
past 30 days. We have 160,000 bushels grain 
here in store. Sixty thousand bushels of it 
bought and sold waiting cars for shipment 
the past 30 days and have had standing order 
since first of the year for 30 box cars to 
move .it. We only been furnished four grain 
cars since first of the year. Our elevators 
here have been blocked for 2 weeks and grain 
piled on ground. Elevators at Kirwin 6 miles 
south of here on Missouri Pacific received 
eight cars one day last week and elevator 
manager advised us did not have sufficient 
grain to load all of them as both Missouri 
Pacific branch railways south of here have 
been receiving sufficient box cars to keep 
open and operating for the past 30 days. 
Please investitgate and advise why this so 
poorly · managed and unequal distribution 
of the box cars that are available for grain 
loading. 

DEAN GRAIN Co. 
C. H. DEAN. 

My office has had the finest of cooper
ation from the -Association of American 
Railroads and the officials of the rail
roads operating in this area, yet the sit
uation was very serious and now it is 
critical. 

On February 1, 1951, there were 1,29& 
elevators blocked in the grain area, and 
of this number 170 were in Kansas. It 
is very unusual to have elevators blocked 
in January. Normally this situation pre
vails in June during the harvest month. 

The stocks of grain in the grain area 
on January 1, 1951, were greatly in ex
cess of the same period in 1950. On 
January 1 this year in Kansas we had 
114,461,000 bushels of wheat in all posi
tions, and on that same date in 1950 we 
had 158,904,000 bushels. 

Holdings of all grains in Kansas on 
January 1, 1951, were 207,554,000 bushels, 
compared with 178,701,000 busheis in 
1950. 

I hesitate to think of the serious delay 
and the actual loss in the movement of 
this grain, not only in Kansas, but in the 
entire Midwest. 

This loss and difficulty must be 
charged to those who are responsible for 
the operation of the railroad transpor
tation system. 

I had intended to discuss only the loss 
to grain producers and grain dealers, but 
this morning I received a telegram which 
I think should be brought to the atten
tion of the Senate. It is from the Berrys 
Hatchery, of Atchison, Kans., and New
ton, Kans., is dated February 7, 1951, 
and reads: 

One hundred thousand. baby chicks 
hatched today are homeless and must be de .. 
strayed because cannot ship to customers ac .. 
cou,nt rail strike. Have destroyed thousands 
baby chicks in past week. We have half a mil
lion chicks hatching within week, all sold for 
delivery to broiler plants and egg farmers 
throughout United States that cannot be 
delivered and must be destroyed unless rail 
strike is settled. Over 200,000 chicks in 
brooders on orders to hundreds of farmers 
that must be shipped at once or . will lose 
them, Situation very critical and will mean 
bankruptcy to thousands of hatcheries 
throughoµt country and loss of millions of 
pounds of food next summer and winter 
unless positive action is taken at once. Dom .. . 
!nation of entire business economy by a few 
men is disastrous to American principles and 

way of life. Urge immediate .action to prevent . 
further losses to industry and to future food 
production 

NEWTON, KANS. 

BER.RYS HATCHERY, 
GEORGE BERRY. 
ERNEST BERRY. 

No doubt this same situation prevailed· 
in many sections of the Nation, and the 
loss referred to is a loss which cannot· · 
be justified at a time when the Nation 
needs full production to prevent infla:. 
tion, and for badly needed food. 

Mr. THYE. Mr. President, will the 
Senator yield? 

Mr. CARLSON. I am glad to yield. 
Mr. THYE. .I was very much im

pressed by the able remarks of the Sen
ator from Kansas relative to baby 
chicks. A baby chick does not have 
much value from the standpoint of food. 
However, if an individual hatcher must 
destroy thousands of baby chicks, it may 
well amount to his ruin. Give a baby 
chick a few weeks, and it is a broiler or 
a fryer. Give it a few months, and it is 
a productive bird. Therefore it is very 
important to have movement of baby 
chicks from the hatchery, because if the 
baby chicks are not moved within a few 
days after they are hatched, they must 
be disposed of. I was impressed by the 
reference to baby chicks and the prob-
lems that have resulted from the rail
road tie-UP. 

We in the Northern States have en
dured one of the most severe winters we 
have experienced in many a year. Ex
cessive snow has blocked transportation 
by truck. The excessive cold weather 
during the past. 2 months has depleted 
our coal reserves. Without 'boxcars and 
without adequate railroad transporta
tion, the entire northern area, not only 
the State of Minnesota, is faced with an 
emergency. Unless we get coal there will 
be a great deal of suffering, to say noth
ing about the loss to our industrial and 
food-processing plants. · -

On behalf of the people of the North
west I thank the Senator from Kansas 
for his very able speech. ·By his able 
presentation the country can see how we 
are being affected by the present railway 
tie:-UP. 
. Mr. CARLSON. The distinguished 

- Senator from Minnesota is absolutely 
correct. Next spring, even before the 
harvest, when the Commodity Credit 
Corporation grain is needed, as we begin 
to move, in April and May, we shall really. 
feel the effects of the strike which is 
taking place in January of this year. 

Mr. LANGER. Mr. President, will the 
Senator yield? 

Mr. CARLSON, I yield gladly. 
Mr. LANGER. I may say to my dis

tinguished friend from Kansas that this 
is an old question. Five years ago, under 
the Democratic administration, a mem
ber of the Republican Party submitted 
Senate Resolution 185. The distin- · 
guished former Senator from Kansas, 
Clyde Reed, who perhaps knew as much 
about railroads, railroad freight rates, 
and boxcar shortages as any man who 
has sat in the Senate, conducted an in
vestigation. I want to ask niy distin
guished friend if it is not true that we 
find incompetency on the part of office
holders in many departments of the Gov
ernment? For illustration. this morning 
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I showed that a small manufacturer ·of 
spark plugs filed a complaint in 1937, 13. 
years ago, and up ~o now no· decision.has 
been rendered in the case. When I heard . 
3ibout it on the fourth day of :iJecember, 
20 small firms had gone into bankruptcy. 
Three great big outfits control the field . . 
Eventually a decision will be rendered, I 

• justice for the farmers. I finish my ques
tion by asking whether or not he is not 
going to do it. 

presume. · · .. · .. 
With respect to the antitrust statutes, 

there is not a Senator, including my dis
tinguished· friend from Michigan [Mr. 
FERGUSON], who is a member of the Co.m- . 
mittee on the Judiciary, who does not 
know of the laxity in the enforcement 
of the antitrust laws. 

Mr. FERGUSON. ·There is no doubt 
about it. 

Mr. LANGER. During all these years· 
not one person has been put in jail ·for 
violation of tho~e laws. Our officials are 
sworn to uphold the law. A farm or-· 
ganization in my State brought an action· 
before a Government Commission, and it 
took 6 years to get a decision. 

Mr. President, justice delayed is no . 
justice at all. 

The distinguished Senator from Kan
sas is speaking on this very important 
subject today. Where is the falJ,lt? A 
moment ago the distinguished Senator 
from Minnesota [Mr. THYE] mentioned 
the fact that the Commodity Credit Cor
poration did not get its wheat out, but 
left it in the elevators, as the distin
guished Senator from Minnesota has 
said, until about the time the new crop' 
comes in. The elevators are blocked all 
over the Northwest, and it is necessary· 
to pile up the wheat and the ft.ax. 

Mr. THYE. Mr. President, it was the' 
able Senator from Kansas who referred . 
to the blockade of grain in the elevators. 
I want to give credit to the able Senator 
from Kansas, because he was the one 
who brought out that thought and made ' 
it known to us. 

Mr. CARLSON. I appreciate the re
marks of the Senator. 

Mr. LANGER. What happened? It 
was ·brought out at the· last hearing, 3· 
months ago, that the Northern Pacific 
Railroad Co. had only 6 or 7 percent of 
its cars there.. It was shown that we 
manufactured 34,000 cars for England, 
4,000 cars for MexiCo, and 4,000 cars for 
the Argentine. No cats were manufac-· 
tured for us at all. Today, when inquiry 
is made, as I am sure my friend from 
Kansas has made inquiry, it will be said, 
"Oh, we are manufacturing 100;000 cars 
now, or 120,000 cars, or 150,000 cars." 
I submit that under the present admin
istration the farmer has been complete
ly neglected so far .as concerns the trans
portation of products which be rais~s. 
He is suff eri:rig a loss, as my distinguished 
friend from Kansas knows only too well. · 
We know that instead of being able to 
store his grain, the farmer has had ·to . 
haul it to the elevator and take the best 
cash price he could get. That is the sit
uation all over North Dakota. 
· I compliment · my disting.uished col

league and friend, the farmer Governor 
of Kansas: He is intimately acquainted 
with the situation. . I c<;>mpliment him 
for presentillg the facts. I hope that, 
following the lead of the distinguished . 
farmer Senator from Kansas, Clyde Reed, 
he wili keep right on, with a few others 
of us from the Northwest, until we get 

Mr. CARLSON. I am indebted to the 
distinguished Senator from North Da
kota for his comment oti this important 
subject. I appreciate what he 'has said 
in behalf of the distinguished late senior 
Senatot from Kansas, Clyde M. Reed, 
whom I have the honor to succeea. He 
was an outstanding authority on freight 
rates; and was recognized as such not 
only in Kansas but in the Nation. If I 
could only approach in a small way his 
knowledge on this subject, I should be 
very happy. 

Mr. President, I ask unanimous con~ 
sent to have printed iri the RECORD at 
this point as a part of my remarks a 
table showing some of the figures on the 
movement of cars, together with a state
ment showing the chronology of the 
conductors' and trainmen's wage dispute. 

There being no objection, the table 
and statement were ordered to be printed 
in the RECORD, as follows: 
Receipts of empty boxcars by western roads 

from eastern-southern connections (via 
Chicago, St. Louis, Peoria, Memphis) 

First strike: No. cars 
:December 13____________________ 652 
December 14___________ _________ 374 
December 15-17 · (average 258 

daily) ------------------------
December ·18--------------------December 19 ___________________ _ 

December 20-----~-------------
December 21- .. -----------------
December 22-25 . (average 362 

761 
823 
481 
605 
591 

· daily) ----------------------- l, 447 
December 26,..------------------- 710 
December 27 __________ _: __________ 573 
December 28 ______ _ ------------- 380 
December 29-31 (average 557 

daily) -~--..:------------------ 1, 671 
January 1----------------------- 4-00 
January 2---------------------- 507· 
January 3----------------------- 677 
January 4----------------------- . 801. 
January 5-7 (average 577 daily) __ 1, 731 
January 8--------------· ------- 616 
January 9----------------------- 874 
J anuary 10------~--------------- 737 
January 11 ____________ .:. _________ 908 
January 12-14 (average 837 daily)_ 2, 511 
'January 15 ___________ _: __________ 1, 273 , · 
January 16 _____________________ . 1, 287 
January 17 ______________________ l,029 

J anuary 18--------:..--=----------- 1, 213· 
January 19-21 (average 756) _____ 2,270 
J anuary 22---------------------- 985 January 23 ______________________ 1, 013 

January 24---------------------- 1, 9f)3 
January 25_____________________ 966 
January 26-28 (average 703) _____ 2, 110 

Second strike: 
January 29----------------~-----January 30 ________ · _____________ _ 

January 31---------------------
February 1---------------------
February 2, 3, 4, 5-----~----------

Daily averages: 

779 
888 " 
288 
297 
419 

November 1950__________________ 929 
December 1950__________________ 550 
January 1951____________________ 838 

Average boxcar loadings and boxcar deliv
eries-Kansas roads (Union Pacific; Rock 
Island,: Atchison, Topeka & S4nta Fe; MiS· 
souri P0:,cific; Chicago-Burlington-Illinois) 

Grain and grain products: 1950 1949 
4 weeks January ________ +32.7 +28.2 
NationaL _______________ +sl.7 .+ 19.5 

_TOTAL BOX LOADINGS 

National, 3 weeks, .January__________ f+ 7.0 
Box deliveries to western roads, Jan. 

,1-30 (average 838 daily}---------- 25, 149 

CHRONOLOGY OF CONDUCTORS' AND TRAINMEN'S 
WAGE DISPUTE 

March 15, 1949: Submitted proposals to 
amend existing agreements to provide 5-day 
40-hour workweek for yard employees with
out reduction in pay, time and one-half for 
Sundays and holidays. Graduating rate of 
pay for conductors and t rainmen according 
to weight on drivers or locomotives being 
used. Modification of other operating and. 
pay rules. 

April 1949: Conclusion of initial confer
ences on individual railroads, under proce· 
dural machinery of Railway Labor Act. Rail
roads authorized three regional committees 
to participate in concerted handling with 
union's committees. 

September 22, l,949: National conferences 
began. 

December 14, 1949: :">iational confer~nces 
terminated. 

December 15, 1949: Railroed invoke services 
of National Mediation Board. 

January 16, 1950: Mediation commenced. 
February 14, 1950: Arbitration proffered. 

Railroads agreed to submit disP,ute to arbi
tration, but conductors and trainmen re
jected arbitration. · 

February 17, 1950: Announcement by un
ions that strike date had been set for 6 
a. m., February 27, H'50. 

February 24, 1950: President of United 
States created Emergency Board to investi
gate dispute; comprising members were Jus
tice Roger I. M.1cDonough, chairman; _Judge 
Mart J. O'Malley; Prof. Gordon S. Watkins. 

March 2-May 9, 1950: Hearings of Erner· 
gency Board. 

June 15, 1950: Emergency Board recom-: 
mended: (1) A 5-day 40-hour workweek· 
for yard employees witL increase in basic 
rates of 18 cents per hour, to become effective 
October 1, 1950. (2) That in lieu of daily 
earnings minimum guaranty, rates of pay of 
yard employees be increased 2V:i cents p.er 
hour. (3) That carriers be given right to 
lift restrictions on interdivisional runs; 
pooling of cabooses should be peqnitted; and' 
certain other rules changed. 

June 20, 1950: Parties met in Chicago to . 
discuss recommendations of Board. 

June 22, 1950: Carriers wlred acceptance 
of Board's recommendations, but unions as
sailed report. 

June 27, 1950: . Mediation Board again met· 
with parties, conference continuing through 
July 8, then recessed to convene at Washing
ton on July 17. 

July 11, 1950: Unions wired President of 
United States that Board's recommendations· 
were rejected and that they would use every 
power at our command to bring about a just 
and satisfactory settlement. 

July 17-August 15, 1950: Mediation be-
· tween parties con_tip.ued in Washington with 
Dr. Steelman participating from August 7. 

August 4, , 1950: Unions requested Presi-
dent to seize railroads. · 

August 16, 1950: Erotherhood of Railroad 
Trainmen called 5-day strike of yardmen at 

· three terminals, strike to be effective from 
August 21. 

August 17, 1950: Unions called 5-day strike 
of trainmen and yardmen on two railroads 
from August 22. , 

August 19, 1950: Dr. Steelman suggested 
a settlement. (1) The Board's recommenda
tions. (2) A 3-year peace settlement, in
cluding, . for yardmen, an additional 5 ·cents 
an hour and an automatic quarterly wage 
adjustment of 1 cent an hour for each 
I-point increase in cost of living. (3) An 
increase of 5 cents an hour for road men 
instead of no increase as recommended by 
the Board, with cost-of-living adjustment. 
The railroads agreed to Dr. Steelman's pro
posals, but the unions rejected them. 

August. 23, 1950: Unions called Nation
wide strike for August 28. 

August 25, 1950: President of the United 
States provided for . Government seizure of 
railroads, and their operation by the Secre
tary of the Army from August 27. 
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September 6, 1950: At suggestion of Dr. 

Steelman, Mediation· Board again confer:r:ed 
with parties. 

October 1950: Trainmen's convention at 
Miami, Fla.; no negotiations between patties 
under auspices of Mediation Board held. 

November 20, 1950: Negotiations renewed 
at White House with Dr. Steelman. -

December 11, 1950: Wildcat strikes in cer
tain large yards; temporary restraining or
ders were secured by the Government in 
three locations. 

December 15, 1950: President_ of the United 
States termed strikes unlawful and said 
yardmen should return to work. Employees 
d id retu rn to work on or about December 
16. Joint conferences between the parties 
continued at the White Housf'. 

·December 21, 1950: Memorandum of agree
ment was signed at the White House which 
provided: (1) A 40-hour week for yardmen, 
the actual effecting of whfoh was postponed 
unt il J anuary 1, 1952. (2) A 23-cents-per
hour wage increase to yardmen, retroactive 
to October l, 1950. (3) A 2-cent wage in
crease to yardmen, effective from January 
1,· 1951. (4) A 4-cent wage increase to yard
m en, if and when the 4-hour week becomes 
effective. (5) A 5-cent wage increase to ' 
road men from October 1, 1950. (6) A 5-cent 
wage increase to road men from January 1, 
1951. (7) A quarterly adjustment of wages, 
l.cent for each 1-point rise in cost of living 
for bot h yard and road men. First adjust
ment to be made April 1, 1951. (8) Establish 
rules recommended by Board. (9) In con-

. sideration of above, agreement to b~ effective 
until October 1, 1953. 

· January 5, 1951: . General Chairman of 
Trainmen's Organization reject settlement 
of December 21, 1950. 

. J aI).uary 7, 1951: General Chairman of Con
ductors ' Organization reject settlement of 
December 21, 1950. 

Janu ary 18, 1951: Unions again conferred 
with Dr . Steelman, who in turn referred them 
to the National Mediation Board. 

J anuary 30, 1951: Wild-cat strikes began 
at various large centers. 

February 8, 1951: Most operat~ng men back 
at work. 

· Mr. BREWSTER. Mr. President, will 
the Senator yield? 

Mr. CARLSON. I yield. 
Mr. BREWSTER: I was called out of 

the chamber while the Senator was 
speaking, so he may have referred to it, 
but has not the difficulty in the rail sit
uation arisen from the refusal in recent 
years to abide by the findings of the Rail
way Labor Board, and from political ap
p·eals to the White House, which en~bled 
politicians to accord wh~t they bel~eyed 
to be political consideration for pollt1cal 
advantage? Now the men feel that · 
they can go a step further . . ~tc was the 
practice of both the present· and preced
ing President to attempt to settle these 
matters by political means rather than 
by arbitration. 

· Mr. CARLSON. I am in thorough 
accord with the statement of the Sen
ator from Maine. Before he entered the 
Chamber I stated that the President was 
directly responsible for the mishandling 
of this strike. It should have been 
taken care of immediately. I mentioned 
the fact that the governors of nine Mid
western States took hold of the Missouri 
Pacific strike, and that an agreement was 
reached. The same thing could have 
been done in Washington. 

UNITED STATES VERSUS WILLIAM 
REMINGTON 

Mr. FERGUSON. Mr. President, last 
evening a jury in a Federal court in the 
city of New York decided a very impor .. 

tant case. It was the case of the People 
of the United States against William 
Remington. The jury in that case .de
cided that Remington had lied when he 
had denied ever having been a member 
of the Communist Party. That case and 
its decision were significant for a number 
of reasons. 

In the first place it established . as a 
legal principle that to be a member of 
the Communist Party in the United 
States, and a part of its apparatus, one 
does not have to be a card-carrying 
member of the party. In other words, 
the decision recognizes the underground 
nature of Communist operations. This 
is highly important as ·evidence of a 
realistic view of the nature of the Com
munist conspiracy. 

The case was also highly important 
for its very nature. It again focuses at
tention on the fact that in recent months 
we have found the only method which 
has been effectively pursued by the ex
ecutive branch of the Government in re..; 
lation to disloyalty has been trials for 
perjury. I cite the case of Alger Hiss, 
and now the case of Remington, as well 
as the case of Carl Marzani. The reason 
is this: The Congress of the United States 
has been very active against disloyal per
sons. Believing that the security of the 
United States was involved, the Congress 
has made certain investigations on the 
question of loyalty a_nd subversion. It 
has brought to. light certain facts which 
would otherwise have been buried. Once 
brought to light public opinion dictated 
that there should be prosecutions, and 
perjury charges have been the means 
of bringing to justice these people in 
Government whose disloyal activities 
were exposed by the Congress. 

·When the jury in the Alger Hiss case 
came in it convicted Mr. Hiss and ac
quitted the Un-American Activities Com
mittee of the House. When the jury 
came in last night and the jury foreman 
said, "We find the defendant guilty as · 
charged," that jury convicted Mr.- Rem
ington of perjury and acquitted the 
United States Senate. It will be recalled 
that in 1948 Mr. Remington was the sub
ject of an investigation by a Senate sub
committee of which the Senator from 
Michigan was then chairman. 

·At the time the Senator from Michi
gan was seeking to bring out the facts 
in relation to Mr. Remington the Senat~ 
was subjected to severe criticism. The 
President of the United States said, in 
connection with those same hearings, 
"That is nothing but a 'red· herring'." 
But, Mr. President, a jury in Federal 
court last night found that it was not 
just a "red herring," but that it was a se
rious matter of vast implications and 
d

0

eep meaning. -
· The fact that these cases have been 

successfully prosecuted as perjury cases 
leads one to ask why the job cannot be 
done as well behind the cloak of se
crecy-and I am talking about the Gov
ernment's loyalty program-with which 
the executive department surroun.ds it
self in such mattei:s. Why cannot the 

. same job be done by the Government 
within its own household as can be done 
out in the open, in a trial ·before the 
Federal court. 

I ask this question: Is perjury more 
damaging to the public interest than dis .. 

loyalty? I repeat the question for em
phasis: Is perjury more _damag~ng to the 
public interest than disloy~lty? · ._ 

Loyalty hearings are star-chamber 
proceedings. But . unlike the original 
star chamber the secrecy operates for the 
benefit of tlie accused, and they do not 
bring out an the evidence. But when 
it . comes to a court case, after a . grand 
jury has indicted an individual for per
jury, the FBI is ·called upon to dig up 
the evidence, and it produces it as dem
onstrated by the Hiss and Remington 
tr.ials. Why cannot the same FBI be 
asked by the Loyalty Board to obtain 
evidence? The reason is that one pro
ceeding is held in secret, and the other 
is in public. Exposed to the light of pub
lic scrutiny in open court, the Govern
ment has no alternative but to employ 
its best prosecutive talents. 

Mr. President, it is an amazing thing 
that there were placed in evidence in 
the New York trial of Remington state
ments from the files of the Civil Service 
Commission, which has charge of the 
Loyalty Board, which were never even 
used before the Loyalty Board when it 
had the Remington case before it. 

The Loyalty Board, as you know, 
cleared Remington after the Si:mate sub
committee had first brought his case 
to light. I say that decision of the Loy
alty Board in the Remington case ren
dered a great disservice to the public 
interest and the United States. It re
tained in Government employment a 
person who, under the findings of the 
New York jury, could not possibly be 
considered as anything but a grave se
curity risk. We had adduced concrete 
evidence· that he was delivering classi
fied Government data to an admitted 
courier for a Communist spy ring. It is 
more than irony, because it was a trav
esty of justice, that the Loyalty Board 
decision permitted William Remington 
to sue that courier for libel in the civil 
courts, apd by reason of its decision to 
obtain damages, although I must say 
that the settlement was not made will
ingly by the courier who had known she 
was telling the truth. The Board's de
cision · allowed William Remington to 
obtain back pay from the Government 
of the United States· for the period of 
his suspension while under investiga
tiCm, .and to go back on the payroll and 
work for the Government. I say all that 
is a clear consequence of trying to do 
things by executive decree, instead of 
trying to do them under the law. 

The decision of the jury has cleared 
the Senate of all discredit heaped upon 
it following the Remington hearings 

. in 1948. I recall not only t:Qe President's · 
cry of "red herring" whil~ the Reming- · 
ton . hearings were in progress, but a 
bitterly clever piece of abuse heaped · on 
the Senate subcommittee in the maga
zine New Yorker. That magazine 
painted a picture of injured innocence 

· in a "profile" of William Remington. I 
wonder if now the magazine New Yorker 
will want to -supplement its account of 
that case with a more up:.to-date "pro
file" on Mr. Reming:ton, its picture of in
jured innocence. 

The Senate was halted in its inves
tigation of the Remington case by the 
refusal of the President to produce per
tinent documents. In effect. the matter 
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was left to the Loyalty Board, however 
unwillingly. The full circumstances 
unde~ 'which the Senate committee was 
forced to abandon its pursuit of the 
Remington case were set forth in a re
port which the Senator from Michigan 
filed June 19, 1948. 

I wish to read what we said in the re
port, which is Senate Report No. 1775 of 
the Eightieth Congress. I read from 
page 20: 

The request of the Executive Depart
ments for information in the Remington 
case is a reasonable request. If the execu
tive branch persists in its present policy of 
refusing to grant that request, the true 
facts cannot be learned by the subcommit
tee or the public. Both are entitled to the 
facts. 

Mr. President, it was impossible for us 
to secure all the facts for the public's 
benefit. For instance, an admiral in the 
United States Navy came before us and 
gave us highly incriminating facts 
about Remington, off the record. But 
when he was formally summoned to tes
tify as a witness under oath, he said that 
he had orders, direct from the President 
of the United States, that he could not 
give the committee or the public the 
facts concerning Mr. Remington. 

The folly of the Loyalty Board's clear
ance of Remington, after Congress had 
pointed the finger at him and carried its 
charges as far as possible, is now shown 
by the decision of a jury of the United 
States court. This points directly to the 
weaknesses of tl).e present loyalty pro
gram. 

The startling fact is that under exist
ing interpretations · of the Loyalty 
Board's functions, Remington could re
turn to the Federal employment tomor
row, so far a;,; the Board is concerned. A 
jury has found that he committed per
jury when he. said to the grand jury that 
he had never been a Communist. Yet 
under the interpretation by the Loyalty 
Board of the Executive order under 
which it functions, William Remington 
could tomorrow return to the employ of 
the United States, if he were otherwise 
free to do so. I understand the judge 
last night sent him to a detaining point 
where he would not be able to off er his 
services in voluntary Federal employ
ment. 

Mr. President, I ask this question: 
What then is wrong with the loyalty pro
gram? Basically its very name is~decep
tive, and its present existence does no 
more than deceive the public. 

Its only justification is as a security 
program. Why be concerned with dis
loyalty except for security reasons? Yet 
in practice it is only remotely a security 
program when it ties itself to the vague 
meanings of loyalty. Consequently it 
has dangerously lulled the public into a 
false sense of security. This so-called 
loyalty program has been palmed off on 
the public and has been accepted as a 
security program, but it simply is not 
that. Right now, as in the past years, 
we need a security program. We need 
one desperately. And we need a new 
one, as is clearly shown by the Reming
ton case. 

The Loyalty Board which is the final 
authority in the loyalty program claims 

it has been tied down by the terms of the 
Executive order under which it is consti
tuted. If so, it has been tied down by 
a strained interpretation of its own di
rective, which interpretation requires 
(a) that disloyalty-as against the ques
tion of security risk-must be proved; 
and (b) that the proof must be of the 
instant, that is the individual now, at 
the time of the hearing, must be proved 
disloyal. Evidence of past disloyalty, in 
other words, is not to be ·permitted to 
color the decision as to present loyalty. 
This is to say that if yesterday I was · 
known and proved to be a card-carrying 
Communist, but tcday that same evi
dence of disloyalty could not be pro
d-;.iced, I would be cleared of any charges 
of disloyalty as affecting my fitness for 
Government service. I submit that sim
ply offends common sense and good judg
ment. But it is the present basis of oper
ations for the Loyalty Board. 

Let me read from the Executive order 
which constitutes the Loyalty Board, the 
part which gives rise to that construction. 
It is Executive Order 9835, dated March 
21, 1947, and I read from part V, on 
"Standards'': 

The standard for the refusal of employ
ment or the removal from employment in 
an executive department or agency on 
grounds relating to disloyalty shall be that, 
on all the evidence, rea.sonable grounds exist 
for a belief that the person involved is dis
loyal-

And · I want to underscore the words 
"is disloyal"-
to the Governent of the United States. 

Prior to that particular Executive order 
there was in effect another War Service 
Regulation, dated February 28, 1942. 
From part 2, section 3, I read as follows: 

An applicant may be denied examination 
and an eligible may be denied appointment 
for • • * (g) "a reasonable doubt as to 
his loyalty to the Government of the United 
States". 

This is one of the reasons which were 
"sufficient cause for removal from the 
service" prior to the operations of the 
present Loyalty Board, but the standards 
stated there~n have since been changed. 

Mr. President, an order was i-ssued in 
February, 1942. In March, 1947, a new 
order was issued upon creation of the 
new loyalty program. The Loyalty Board 
says that under its interpretation of the 
changed directive, it cannot do the same 
things under the new order that were 
possible under the old wartime order. 

The fact is, Mr. President, that the 
Loyalty Board has surrounded itself or 
been surrounded with restrictions and 
limitations so that it cannot function in 
the public interest. The consequence has 
been that the Board has recognized all 
the Commie lines of imaginary rights, 
such as the "right" not to be accused and 
the "right" of freedom fJ.·om guilt by as
sociation. 

Mr. President, before these Commie 
line "rights" were brought out the basic 
rights in the Constitution and under the 
law of the United States were sufficient. 
The Commie rights are just phony ba
loney rights, and there is nothing in our 
system which says they should ever have 
been recognized by the Loyalty Board 
when it was charged with trying to pre-

serve the security of the United States 
of America. · 

While the two Executive orders are ap
parently similar in purpose, the effect of 
their interpretations are miles apart. It 
fallows from the interpretation of the 
present Executive order that the con
viction of Remington would not bar him 
from present employment in the Gov
ernment. That conviction, despite the 
volumes it tells about the man does not 
prove that he is now disloyal, I empha
size the words "is now disloyal" because 
they are the key words in the interpreta
tion of the Loyalty Board's directive. 

Mr. President, I cannot avoid the con
clusion that the President, in issuing the 
new Executive order in 1947, deliberately 
and intentionally changed the wording 
of the 1942 order so that the present 
interpretation might be had. By doing 
so he has sought to close forever the 
book that contains the records of the 
Communists and the fellow travelers in 
the Government of the United States of 
America. 

If that interpretation by the Loyalty 
Board is allowed to stand, it will freeze 
in the Government service, and will con
czal them there, all persons who in the 
past have been disloyal to the Govern
ment. It will protect them from the dis
cipline and the policing of public opinion. 

In such case, all that disloyal Govern
ment employees will have to do will be to 
conceal their present disloyal activities, 
because their past, by this interpreta
tion, is said to b3 of no concern to the 
Government and the public. Of course, 
Mr. President, such persons have had 
sufficient warning, and have gone under
ground. Why would not they conceal 
their present activities? I say that un
less we can open the books of the past 
activities of Communists and fellow 
travelers in the employ of the Govern
ment of the United States, we shall never 
be able to get at them. 

Are we going to be so naive as to be
lieve that the Soviet Union, with its spies 
all over the world, in all other countries, 
has not attempted to have them pene
trate the departments of the Govern
ment of the United States of America? 
Do we not know, from the Hiss case and 
the Remington case, that the Soviet has 
had its spy rings in this country and in 
our Government? Mr. President the 
job for the United States to do is to ferret 
out those spies, and get them out of our 
Government. 

The United States must recognize that 
the first and the greatest weapon used 
by the Soviet Union in its conspiracy to 
take over all the world is the penetration 
by its spies of the other nations and their 
governments. If the Soviet Union is un
able to succeed in doing that, it will use 
its satellite armies, as it has done in 
Korea. There is every reason to believe 
that if the Soviet Union is unable to suc
ceed by means of either its first method 
or its second method, it will use the Red 
Army. That is a pattern of strategy 
against which we must def end ourselves. 

So, Mr. President, I again say that we 
should anticipate Communists and fellow 
travelers are in the departments and 
agencies of the Government of the 
United States. Our job is to ferret them. 
out, not to permit them to be protected 
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,/ 
by means of an Executive order which 
will freeze them in the Government of 
the United States and will conceal them 
there. · 

Mr. President, if this interpretation of 
the present Board's function is correct, 
then the past activities of a person in the 
Gove1 nment service will be permitted to 
throw no light at all on his present inten
tions or his present integrity for public 
trust. Under present circumstances, the 
Board will only ask, in regard to such a 
person, "Is it proved that he is now dis
Joyal?" The Board will not ask, "Was 
be once disloyal, and if so, does that 
have a bearing on his present loyalty and 
fitness for public trust." 
·' .Mr. President, I have reasons for be
lieving that the present · Loyalty Board 
understands that difficulty and that 
weakness, is not satisfied with the pres
ent condition, and realizes that the pres
~nt situation is a farce and a phony. 
I hope something will be done about that 
matter very soon. However, the time is 
~rowing late. I hope the Board will be 
1tPle to examine the past activities of 
Government employees. We have been 
hminded that a Chinese philosopher 
pnce said that it is well to study the past, in order to be able to anticipate what 
will occur in the · future. 

•Mr. President, one result of the limi
tation .now imposed as a result of the 
order and its interpretation, namely, 
that it is necessary to prove that such a 
person is now disloyal, has been that 
60 percent of the regional Loyalty Board 
cases, in regard to findings of disloyalty, 
have been overturned. Apparently the 
-regional boards have not strained at the 
interpretation which governs the parent 
board. . · 

Mr. President, the Board also is weak 
because in practice it does not seek. all 
available evidence. · It is not even em
powered to do so by means of subpoena. 
Just think of that, Mr. President. The 
Board is created to ferret out those in
sidious persons who have been placed by 
the Communist :i;:>arty in our Government 
service, but the Board cannot make use 
of the power of subpoena in order to 
obtain evidence against such persons. 

Rece.ntly a new executive commission 
to inquire into an ·phases of subversion 
was appointed. But it, too, is without the 
power of subpoena. How far will that 
Board be able to go? How far will it be 
able to do a proper job? Do we wish to 
have a proper job done? If we do, why 
do not we take all possible steps to make 
sure that a proper job will be done, in
stead of reposing trust in executive de
crees, not laws? It is the idea that de
crees will solve the problem that makes 
it impossible for a proper job to be done, 
because the decrees must emanate from 
those who have vested interest in the 
errors of the past. In order to insure 
that a proper job will be done, we must 
see to it, among other things, that any 
agency handling such matters will have 
the power of subpoena, so that it may 
obtain the evidence it needs, and so that 
the persons '\7ho testify before it will be 
required to tell the truth, under threat 
of punishment for committing perjury. 

Mr. President, the net effect of the 
loyalty program's operations has been to 
cloak all the security weaknesses of the 

executive branch of our Government. 
That cloak or cover has been maintained 
by means of tbe absolute refusal of the 
executive branch to disclose the details 
of its internal operations to the inquiries 
of Congress, so that security procedures 
may be strengthened. 

The standards of disclosure are those 
which have been formulated and adopt
ed by the executive branch · of our Gov
ernment itself. The executive branch 
claims that the standards which have 
been adopted are based on the national 
interest. However, that claim boils down 
to an apparent belief that the national 
interest would suffer from revelations of 
internal weakness and administrative er
ror in the executive branch of our Gov
ernment. 

Mr. President, that conclusion on the 
attitude of the executive branch is borne 
out by a spectacle enacted just last week. 
The Senate Committee on.Interstate and 
Foreign Commerce, when dealing with 
export controls; wished to examine the 
minutes of the export control and ad
visory committees which acted as ad
visers to the Secretary of Commerce. 
The Senate committee wished to make 
i~quiry regarding the shipment of cot
ton to China after the beginnii;ig of the. 
Korean War. However, the executive 
branch of the Government would not 
permit the committee to obtain those 

. minutes; it was claimed that to do so 
would adversely affect the security of · 
the · Government and of the Nation. 
When the matter was pressed, a state
ment was made that to permit the com
mittee to examine the minutes would 
have an adverse affect on the best in
terests of the United States. Why, Mr. 
President? Because the minutes of the 
advisory committee were in terrible 
shape, and it was thus claimed by the 
executive branch . that exposure of the 
inefficiency of the advisory committee 
would be harmful to the security of the 
United States. Mr. President, I ask the 
American people if that is good reason 
for keeping such minutes secret. That 
case is the most recent in a lo:p.g series 
of similar refusals by the executive 
branch to cooperate in the inquiries of 
Congress. 

Incidentally, that case is also very in
teresting because of its relationship to 
the Remington case. At the time Rem
ington · was before the committee-and 
at that time the committee inquiry was 
pronounced "a red herring"-he was 
secretary of the ad hoc committee of the 
Office of International Trade, the identi
cal agency that is responsible for per
mitting the shipment of cotton to China 
after the beginning of the Korean War. 
Just as we were blocked in 1948 from 
gathering further evidence on Reming
ton, the executive branch of the Gov
ernment today does not wish any evi
dence on why such shipments were made 
to come to the knowledge of the public. 

Mr. President, what we need is a secu
r-ity program. The present so-called 
loyalty program does not provide that. 

A high Government agency, I under
stand, has been working for the past year 
to set up some kind of a genuine secu
rity program. Late as is that effort, it 
is commendable. But the fact is that 
not a thing has been done about it. 

Why? When we see the interpretation 
of this order freezing the past activities 
of Government employees, and not 
allowing . such activities to be inquired 
into as a means of determining the wise 
course for us to pursue in the future, 
we can see why nothing has been accom
plished by that agency, even though it 
has been working for a year in its 
endeavor to obtain a security program. 

Next, Mr. President, this matter in
volves the necessity for a set of sound, 
practical security standards. As a work
ing basis, I suggest a study and consid
eration of the report on the Remington 
case which I have cited. I wish to read 
one paragraph from that report, and 
then I shall ask unanimous consent that 
the remaining portions which I have 
marked, on pages 2 and 3 of the report, 
be printed in the RECORD, as a part of my 
remarks. 

Let me read this part at this time: 
No person has a right to work for the Gov

ernment. Working for the Government of 
the United States is a privilege which should 
be extended only to those in whom the great
est trust may be imposed. This distinction 
between a right and a privilege is a most im- · 
portant one in the consideration of a pro
gram to guarantee the loyalty of Government 
employees. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER: Is there 
objection to the request of the Senator 
from Michigan? 

There being no objection, the portions 
of the report referred to were ordered to 
be printed in the RECORD, as follows: 

In our zeal to rid the Government of sub
versives we must constantly be alert to pro
tect individual rights. While fighting to 
preserve our democracy we must ·not for• 
get to practice ,democracy. The _subcommit
tee desires to stress how important it is that 
all of our constitutional safeguards remain 
inviolate. We must be mindful, however, 
that Communists clamor loudest about con
stitutional guaranties in their efforts to 
undermine our democracy. For this reason 
we must think · clearly to avoid the confu
sion which the Communists hope to cre~te. 
Arguments about constitutional guaranties 
should be analyzed to see if they apply to 
the facts at hand. 

No person has a right to work for the Gov
ernment. Working for the Government of 
the United States is a privilege which should 
be extended only to those in whom the great
est trust may be imposed. This distinction 
between a right and a privilege is a most 
important one in the consideration of a 
program to guarantee the loyalty of Govern
ment employees. 

Freedom of speech, freedom of political 
belief, freedom of assembly, and the right 
not to be forced to testify _against oneself, 
are basic rights guaranteed to all our people 
by the Constitution. However, we must not 
be confused as to the extent of these rights. 
Let us consider three cases by way of illus
tration: ( 1) Today a person in our country 
has a right to be a Communist and to speak 
out in behalf of communism if he violates 
:rio law such as espionage or conspiracy. By 
so doing, however, he forfeits any privilege 
he may have haq to work for the United 
States Government. ·Surely no one can seri
ously claim that a person dedicated to over- · 
throwing our form of government is entitled 
to the privilege of working for that govern
rpent; (2) in a criminal case a man has a 
right to a trial by jury and can force the 
Government to prove his guilt beyond area
sonable doubt based on testimony other 
than his own. He cannot be convicted on 
suspicion. However, a man may forfeit his, 
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privilege to work for the Government by con
stant association with known subversive ele
ments. All Communists are potential es
pionage agents, and a Federal employee who 
constantly associates with persons of that ilk 
forfeits his privilege to work for the Govern
ment just as a man may forfeit his privilege 
to work as cashier of a bank if he constantly 
associates with known thieves; (3) under our 
Constitution a person has a right at any time 
to refuse to answer any question as to his 
conduct if by answering he would incrimi
nate himself. If he is a Federal employee 
and he refuses to answer questions as to his 
loyalty, obviously he forfeits any privilege 
he has to continue working for the Govern
ment. It is analogous to the case of a cash
ier who, when questioned as to . a shortage 
in his books, refuses to answer on the ground 
that his answers would tend to show that he 
is guilty of a crime. In refusing he has exer
cised a right guaranteed by the Constitution. 
But when the president of the company re
vokes the privilege of the cashier to work for 
the company by firing him he, too, has exer
cised bis right under a free government. 
Certainly our Government must exercise at 
least as much care as the operator of a pri
vate business in employing persons it can 
trust. 

Our Government, then, should guarantee 
the rights of all its citizens and should be 

. zealous to prevent any diminution of these 
rights. On the other hand, it should be 
equally as vigilant to see that the privileges 
of citizenship are not abused by the very 
persons who seek to destroy all rights and 
privileges. 

Stated in terms of loyalty, the prog~am 
of our Government should · have this aim. 
Communists and · other subversives, their 
sympathizers, and their intimates should be 
forced out of Government and kept out of 
Government. Considering the insidious cun
ning and deceit of a Communist, any reason
able doubt as to the loyalty of a person 
should be resolved in favor of the Govern
ment. There are a suffi.cient number of per
sons whose loyalty is above question that 
self-interest alone should demand t hat the 
Government not employ persons of doubtful 
loyalty. To date this aim has not been 
accomplished. 

Mr. FERGUSON. Third, we need a 
real determination to put into effect a 
genuine security program. No program 
will be successful without that determi
nation. But to assist such a program I 
suggest the adoption of genuine security 
tests as the standard of Government 
employment; instead of vague ·loyalty 
standards hampered by requirements of 
current positive proof. This can be ac
complished by adopting . the principle 
that Government employment is a privi
lege and not a right. 

I also submit that any loyalty board 
must operate on the basis of the right of 
subpoena, and it should exercise it. Fur
ther, it should require that the FBI and 
the other agencies that can look up evi
dence for them shall get all the evidence, 
instead of the Board's taking what is 
handed them on a platter by an in
terested board of the particular depart
ment, more often than not composed of 
the personnel employing these particular 
people. 

Fourth, we need a policy of disclosure 
in the executive branch, so that the pub
lic may have the facts, and, on the basis 
of the facts, may be assured that secu
rity risks and subversives are not operat
ing within the walls of the Government 
and within the Government agencies. 

Mr. President, this is a matter which 
touches the roots of our existence. 

America is not only in a hot war, but is 
very much in a cold war. Our men are 
dying, and we prepare, through the ap
propriation of billions of dollars-and we 
are asking $70,000,000,000-to save our 
material wealth and our lives. But what 
are we doing to save the internal struc
ture and the ideals which are America? 
If, through internal penetration and 
subversion, we lose this structure and 
the ideals that we have, the walls of 
this Chamber will be but stones. It is a 
matter of what the principles stand for 
inside-of what we stand for on prin
ciple, inside. It is a matter of ideals. 
It is the recognition of the inalienable 
rights of the people, of government by 
consent of the governed. Those are the 
things concerned in the prevention of a 
conspiracy to overthrow that which is 

1 sacred to all of us. 
Are we, or are we not, going to do the 

necessary job of internal defense? That 
is the question. The jury in the case of 
the people versus Remington has told us 
how little we have done in that first line 
of defense in the recent past. 

Mr. MALONE. Mr. President, will the 
Senator yield for a question? 

Mr. FERGUSON. I yield to the Sen
ator from Nevada: 

Mr. MALONE. Is the distinguished 
Senator from Michigan aware of the fact 
that a Thomas Blaisdell, Assistant Sec
retary of the Department of Commerce, 
defended Remington, Michael Lee, and 
several other characters of that ilk, who 
have later been either convicted or fired 
from their. jobs? 

Mr. FERGUSON. Yes, I am familiar 
with that. 

Mr. MALONE. Does the Senator 
know where Mr.-Blaisdell is at this time, 
after having resigned from the Depart
ment of Commerce? The Senator prob
ably suspects that we are gathering evi
dence from him. 

Mr. FERGUSON. I saw in the press 
that he was employed as a professor; I 
think, as a professor of political science, 
in a university; which I think was i:p. 
the State of California. 

Mr. MALONE. The University of 
California. Mr. President, if the Sena
tor will yield further, Mr. Blaisdell is, I 
am advised, adviser on international re
lations; which, of course, enables him to 
continue his work in the great State of 
California. 

If the Senator will yield further, I 
st.ould like to ask whether he is familiar 
with the work of Mr. Gladieux who, I 
believe, was assistant to the Secretary of 
Commerce, and whether he knows where 
Mr. Gladieux is now? 

Mr. FERGUSON. The name does not 
strike a responsive chord. I am afraid 
I am not familiar with it. 

Mr. MALONE. Mr. President, will the 
Senator yield further? 

Mr. FERGUSON. I yield. 
Mr. MALONE. Mr. Gladieux re

signed, because · there was a direct con
nection with Communists, apparently; 
at least we thought there was, and we 
are still working on it-and he is now 
with the Ford Foundation, I am in
formed. These men continue their work, 
even after they become disconnected 
with the Government. 

I should like to ask the Senator, again, 
whether he is familiar with the resolu
tion, S. Res. 230, introduced by the junior 
Senator from Nevada, following dis
closures by the distinguished Senator 
from Michigan, and whether he is fami
liar with the discharge of Mr. Remington 
and Mr. Michael Lee, following an in
vestigation conducted by the Commerce 
Committee. The junior Senator from 
Nevada had offered a resolution on the 
floor of the Senate and asked that a 
committee be appointed to investigate 
the loyalty and general work of em .. 
ployees of the Department of Commerce, 

Following all those disclosures, and 
the firing of these two characters, one~ 
Remington-quit immediately, but Mr, 
Lee hung on. He, at first, had been held 
to be not actually disloyal. This was 
prior to the time of the hearing con ... · 
ducted by the Commerce Committee. 
But he was held to be a dangerous secu ... 
rity risk. The junior Senator from Ne ... 
vada was aware of that when he was 
questioning him. But Lee refused to 
resign. Remington resigned, after Mrt 
Sawyer fired him. He was almost im ... ~ 
mediately indicted, and now, as the dis
tinguished Senator has outlined so ably. 
he has been convicted. I • 

Is the distinguished Senator from 
Michigan aware that before Secretacy 
Sawyer finally fired Mr. Lee he cleared 
him of any charges of disloyalty, despite ·· 
the fact that he had· been found actually 
disloyal by the Loyalty Board of the 
Department of Commerce, and there
fore, as the distinguished Senator has 
explained, Mr. Lee could go back to wor~ 
at his old job, if any Department of 
Commerce head saw fit to hire him? 
There is nothing on his record; he ha~ 
been cleared of all such charges. Is 
the Senator aware of that? 

Mr. FERGUSON. I am only familiar 
with it from reading the press. Natu
rally, I did not follow it as closely as 
did the Senator .from Nevada, because 
he was greatly interested in the Lee case 
and has followed it. 

Mr. BREWSTER. Mr. President, will 
the Senator yield for a question? 

Mr. FERGUSON. I yield to the Sen .. 
ator from Maine. ' 

Mr. BREWSTER. I think it may be 
well to complete the RECORD regarding 
Remington. I hold in my hand the 
latest dispatches which show that Judg~ 
Gregory F. Noonan, before whom th~ 
case was tried, this afternoon sentenceq. 
Mr. William W. Remington to the max.;. 
imum sentence possible for his crime.i 
namely, 5 years imprisonment and a 
$2,000 fine. I think it is gratifying thafJ 
the judge at least has recognized the 
enormity of this situation. 

What interested me was the point 
made by the Senator from Michigan as 
to the position Remington had occupied 
as chairman of the Export Control 
Board. I should like to call the Sen
ator's attention, in that connection, to 
the testimony of General Marshall be
fore our committee, that there was an 
embargo for 10 months on the shipment 
of the materiel to the Chinese Na
tionalists; that thereafter the embar
go was lifted; but General Marshall 
said that for 10 months therrnft3r 
it proved impractical to resume ship-
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ments. Apparently Mr. Remington was 
a key to the situation. In ·other words, 
the downfall of the Nationalists ap
parently was contributed to in no small 
measure by the manipulations of this 
man which were made possible, and our 
boys are paying the price and the pen
alty for it today. That is the long 
reach of the activities of a man who 
finally, after this long time, stands con
victed. , 

I hold in my hand the record of hear
ings on the nomination of Thomas C. 
Blaisdell, Jr., to be Assistant Secretary 
of Commerce, when some of us, on Feb
ruary 23 and March 22, 1949, seriously 
questioned Mr. Blaisdell about Mr. Rem
ington, and when Mr. Blaisdell def ended 
Mr. Remington. I have here the state
ment by Mr. Blaisdell when he was de
fending Mr. Remington. He said he 
was a nice fellow, he had known him, 
and he was all right. I asked Blaisdell 
whether Remington had not misled him 
in getting a job. He said he did not 
think he had; he thought he was all 
right. So I read now the very question 
of the Senator from Michigan [Mr. FER
GUSON] quizzing Mr. Remington in this 
other hearing, which is found on page 
22 of the hearing: 

Mr. FERGUSON. Now do I understand today 
that you want to leave this with the com
mittee, that you in ·effect misled Blaisdell 
on not having knowledge of certain facts, 
that you stated it in such a way as to con
ceal certain facts? 

Mr. Remington-and I think this does 
him some credit-admitted to me as fol-
lows: · 

I now believe that ~ misled him. 

The thing that intrigues me is that, 
although Remington admitted to the 
Senator from Michigan that he had tes
tified that his superior, Mr. Blaisdell, 
when he was getting his job, was de
fending him saying he was just an inno
cent young boy, yet Remington was con
sidered a suitable man to carry out a 
tremendous responsibility. 

I notice that the Senator from Ne
vada in his statement of March 1950, 
when we were still trying to get consider
ation in the matter, stated that it was· 
not a "red herring." The Senator from 
Nevada pointed out that when an inves- • 
tigation i'S made, the investigators will 
run into some curious phenomena. For 
instance, Assistant Secretary of Com
merce Thomas Blaisdell, a protege of 
Henry Wallace, has been defending Mi
chael Lee; he also defended William · 
Remington. Remington, it will be re
called, admitted cooperating with Eliz
abeth T. Bentley, a confessed Soviet spy, 

Blaisdell seems to have had Reming
ton with him in the National Resources 
Planning Board, the War Production 
Board, the Naval Intelligence in Lon
don, and the. Department of Commerce. 
I now understand that Remington is 
back in the Commerce Department, but 
supposedly carefully kept a way f ram the 
"sensitive" jobs. 

I admit, as the Senator from Mich
igan has pointed out, that we receive 
a little more cooperation from the execu .. 
tive departments than we get from the · 
top. The Secretary of Commerce was 

before us, and lie testified that he had 
.... not been informed about it. He said, 
"I did not know of this." He was asked, 
"Who is responsible for not knowing 
about it? Now that you know about it, 
what are you going to do?'' 

Mr. FERGUSON. Mr. President, I 
pointed out that it is absolutely true that 
after Congress gets the grand jury to 
recognize the facts and to indict a man 
for perjury in connection with his rela
tion and his activities in the Govern· 
ment, the Department of Justice is able 
to obtain evidence and get a conviction 
beyond a reasonable doubt. But think 
of it: It was possible to convict this 
man Remington in a court of justice 
beyond a reasonable doubt-not an . 
imaginary doubt, but a reasonable 
doubt. Yet he was cleared of disloyalty 
charges before a mere executive board. 

Mr. BREWSTER. And the depart
ment for which he worked could find no 
reason to dismiss him. 

Mr. FERGUSON. That is correct. 
Mr. BREWSTER. Mr. Blaisdell re

signed from the Department of Com
merce a few days before Remington 
went on trial, knowing, I assume, that 
he was going to defend him. He prob
ably decided that it was time to get out. 
We know Lee's record: we know Reming- . 
ton's record. He is a convicted felon. 
We know the record of Gladieux, who 
was connected with the Ford Founda
tion. How much more there is in that 
case Senators can check--

Mr. MALONE. Mr. President, will 
the Senator yield? 

Mr. BREWSTER. I yield. 
Mr. MALONE. The junior Senator 

from Nevada pointed out that Mr. 
Gladieux was Assistant to the Secretary 
of Commerce, and presumably, though 
there is no valid proof, because the evi
dence had not reached the Secretary, 
according to his statement, it was as
sumed by everyone that Mr. Gladieux 
was involved. He claimed to be innocent 
of the whole thing. Mr. Whitney, if he 
were so inclined, could blow the lid off a 
great many of these things. 

Mr. BREWSTER. In his resignation 
I think he made it quite clear that the 
reasons for quitting were good and suf
ficient. I refer to Mr. Whitney. 

Mr. MALONE. At the time the junior 
Senator from Nevada made his state
ment on the floor and asked for a com
mittee to investigate the subject, there 
must have been someone in the gallery 
who attended to it-it could not have 
been done in any other way-for an eve
ning newspaper carried the usual denial 
and stated that he had been cleared of 
the charges. 

Mr. Macy's testimony in the hearings 
on Senate Resolution 230 on March 28 to 
April 4, 1950, admitted that he was in 
error in saying that notwithstanding the 
junior Senator from Nevada, although 
he did not disclose it at that moment, 
had definite information that while Mr. 
Lee had not been convicted of absolute 
disloyalty, the recommendation was 
made that he was a poor security risk. 
So the junior Senator from Nevada 
asked that he be sworn as all other wit
nesses were sworn. If. he had stated 

under oath that he was cleare"d, we 
would have had Mr. Macy, and if he 
had admitted it, we would have had 
Mr. Lee. It was one or the other. 

Mr. FERGUSON. I think the whole 
question is one of security. 
· Mr. BREWSTER. And they know it. 

Mr. FERGUSON. But they will not 
apply any rules or regulations to oust 
persons as being bad security risks. · 
They fix it so ·that it must be found at 
the time of the trial that he is a disloyal 
person. 

In other words, he must be actually an 
espionage agent and disloyal at the mo
ment he is being tried. Under their in- . 
terpretation, before ~ person can be 
ousted it must be shown that at the 
time of the trial he is disloyal. That 
is not a security test. Just think of a 
program being sold to the people as pro
tecting their security under an Executive 
order reading as this Executive order is 
now interpreted to read. 

If the President of the United States 
thinks the proper interpretation of his 
order is not being made, why has he not 
corrected it? He could do so simply by 
changing his order, or by removing his 
Board if he thought its interpretation of 
his order was not correct. 

While the Remington trial was in 
progress, Arthur Krock wrote an article 
which I placed in the RECORD showing 
clearly the basis on which the Loyalty 
Board interprets its functions and the 
scope of its authority. Not one thing 
has been done about it by the President, 
who has the final responsibility for the 
loyalty program he initiated. 

Mr. BREWSTER. Would the Senator 
expect that the investigations by com
mittees would be characterized as asinine 
by those persons in high authority in the 
executive department? 

Mr. FERGUSON. The committees 
were trying to render a service to the 
people of the United States. I take it 
that the words "red herring" and 
"asinine" are really one and the same. 
I understand the President did describe 
a committee report today as being 
asinine. 

Mr. MALONE. Mr. President, will the 
Senator yield? 

Mr. FERGUSON. I yield. 
Mr. MALONE. I shotild like to say 

that the Committee on Interstate and 
Foreign Commerce was kind enough to 
ask the junior Senator from Nevada to 
sit with the committee. We asked for 
the minutes of an executive session .of 
the Loyalty Board in reference to the 
hearings on Mr. Lee. Mr. Blaisdell said 
that by order of the President, he had to 
refuse. All they needed to do, in order 
to save the time of the Senate and of 
other agencies which were working on 
the case, was simply to lay the minutes 
of the Board before the committee. But, 
by order of the President, they were 
·withheld. 

I should like to read into the RECORD 
a short paragraph to show the distin
guished Senator from Michigan further 
supporting evidence that he is exactly 
correct. 

Senator BRICKER. That is right-personal 
characteristics as well as his ability. 
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In other words, had he been examined 

before he had been hired. 
Mr. BLAISDELL. Correct, sir. And a review 

of t~is man by the Department, as I say, 
the Secretary of Commerce himself has 
found that Mr. Lee, to the best of our knowl
edge and on the basis of all the informa
tion we have been able to secure, is compe
tent, able, and loyal and has done his job 
properly. 

Mr. President, I wish to- point out to 
the distinguished Senator from Michi
gan that at that moment the Loyalty 
Board of the Department of Commerce 
had held this man to be a poor security 
risk. 

Mr. FERGUSON. I thank the Sena
tor for his comment. I yield the floor. 

Mr. MALONE. Mr. President, it seems 
that it is almost necessary for a person 
to have been investigated at least once 
for treason to his Government, or at 
least suspected of disloyalty, to be rec
ommended for appointment to high posi
tion in the Government. 

THE CASE OF HARRY RUSSELL, CITED 
FOR CONTEMPT 

Mr. KEFAUVER. Mr. President, dur
ing the past few days several of my dis
tinguished colleagues have expressed 
their views concerning the opinion of 
Judge Letts in the contempt case against 
Harry Russell, which was decided on 
Monday, February 5. Harry Russell was 
a very reluctant witness before the Spe
cial Committee To Investigate Organized 
Crime in Interstate Commerce. Rus
sell refused to answer a great many 
q'..lestions pertaining very directly to the 
work of the committee. The Senate had 
cited Harry Rus~ell for contempt because 
of his failure to cooperate with the .com
mittee, and the office of the United 
States attorney of the District of Co
lumbia quickly prosecuted the case with 
vigor. Mr. Fay, the United States dis
trict attorney for the District of Colum
bia, presented the case immediately to 
the grand jury, and Russell was indicted · 
on somf sixty-odd counts. The case be
fore Judge Letts was handled on behalf 
of the Government by William Hitz, as
sistant district attorney for the Dis
trict of Columbia, and it was handled 
very well indeed. The case was fully 
presented and well argued by Mr. Hitz 
on behalf of the Government. Mr. Fay 
has stated that similar cases which are 
p~nding before him will go forward. We 
are very glad to note that he does not 
feel the decision of Judge Letts is any 
more than the op.inion of one district 
court judge, and that it is not binding 
as to the action that should be taken in 
the other cases. 

Judge Letts granted Harry Russell's 
motion for a judgment of acquittal, and 
this result is not appealable. If it were 
appealable, I am satisfied that the su
preme Court would reverse Judge Letts, 
because in my opinion he extended the 
rule of the Blau case beyond logical rea
son. The opinion in the Russell case by 
Judge Letts, in the judgment of the Sen
ator from Tennessee, merely stands as 
the opinion of one district court judge. 
I think the opinion of Judge Letts is 
clearly in error under all the decisions 
of the Supreme Court, including the 
Blau case. 

As I have publicly stated, I do not be
lieve that the decision in the Russell 
case should be considered a precedent 
which would result in the acquittal of 
other persons cited for contempt of the 
Senate or the House of Representatives. 
Each case, in my opinion, must be judged 
on its own merits and on the basis of 
the particular facts involved. 

My view is, in part, based upon a 
reading of certain portions of the court's 
decision which appear to relate to mat
ters of opinion and observation, as dis
tinguished from an application of prin
ciples of law. In this respect, I have 
in mind the portion of the opinion 
wherein the court, after referring to 
the background of the committee, the 
resQlution of the Senate authorizing the 
committee, and an interim report of the 
committee, stated that all these matters 
were pertinent to Harry Russell's state 
of mind at the time when he refused to 
testify. 

The judge said: 
In all probability, he had in mind the 

purpose of the investigation and the trend 
it had taken. He must have had in mind 
that the committee regarded him as a big · 
shot in interstate gambling activities. He 
may well have concluded from the initial 
questions propounded to him that tbe com
mittee was unfriendly to him and hostile 
to him. He may have become alarmed at the . 
manner of the committee's approach. Sure
ly that approach was not patterned to put 
him at ease. 

The court thinks he had reasonable 
grounds for his apprehension. Certainly 
this is true if the suspicions entertained 
by the committee were justified, and the 
court thinks in all likelihood this defendant 
knew of the suspicions so entertained by the 
committee. 

In all fairness I do not believe that 
every judge hearing other contempt 
cases would find that a resolution of the 
Senate and an attitude of a Senate 
committee must be so kind and concilia
tory as to put all witnesses at ease. 

In investigative hearings a majority 
of the witnesses appearing before a 
Senate committee are unfriendly. Is 
Congress to be deprived of its necessary 
investigative function because it is un
able to put a witness at ease when he 
appears before a Senate committee? 
The investigative function is a very vital 
part of the work of the House of Repre
sentatives and the United States Senate. 
I may say that if this opinion were the 
law, which I do not think it is, the carry
ing out of such investigative work by 
Senate and House committees wouU be 
greatly, unfairly, and improperly im
peded, because if we must meet the re
quirement of putting a witness at ease 
and not show a hostile attitude, then of 
course we would be prevented from elicit
ing information from many witnesses. 
As a matter of fact we know that some 
of the most valuable information is 
secured from unfriendly witnesses. If a 
witness can merely refuse to answer, 
among other reasons, because the com
mittee does not feel kindly to him, or 
does not put him at his ease, of course 
Senate and House committees are at a . 
great disadvantage. 

I cannot conceive of the result which 
the court apparently envisions, namely, 
that the Senate must divorce itself in the 

course of the conduct of hearings from 
any unfriendly thoughts concerning wit
nesses that might app8ar before it. 
Each one of us knows of some witness 
or other who has appeared before a 
Senate committee toward whom he could 
not feel friendly. 

As a matter of fact, our committe~ 
had every reason to believe on the basis 
of testimony and of investigation that 
Harry Russell was intimately connected 
with the Capone outfit. Furthermore, it 
appeared that Russell had in some 
fashion muscled his way into the S. & 
G. syndicate which controlled bookmak
ing in the Miami area. With all this 
knowledge, we tried to give Russell the 
fairest of hearings. Actually, when 
Russell first appeared and stated that he 
had not consulted an attorney as to his 
rights, we put his hearing over to another 
day in order to give him the fullest op
portunity to consult a lawyer. Neverthe
less, when Russell appeared the second 
time, he appeared without counsel and 
made no effort to reciprocate the co
operative attitude of our committee. 

I wish to point out-and Judge Letts 
would have done well in my opinion to 
have at least taken notice of it-that 
after the hearing was postponed for sev
eral days in order to enable Mr. Russell 
to engage counsel, he stated, on his re
turn that he did not want counsel al
though he had consulted an attorney, 
and that the attorney had stated the law 
and his privileges to him exactly as the 
chairman of the special committee had 
done during the previous heanng. 

Certainly these facts would show that 
in Russell's case, as in all other cases, the 
committee has made every effort to be 
fair to the witnesses. Of course, the per
sons whom we ask to testify ·are very 
often those whom we suspect of being 
intimately connected with organized 
crime in interstate commerce. We do 
not approach the hearings without some 
knowledge of the facts and, therefore, 
we must have suspicions and feelings to
ward those persons who are the big shots 
in the criminal world. 

Another reason for my view that the 
Russell decision will not be binding on 

.other cases of contempt and that such 
cases will have to stand on their own 
facts and merits is the fact that our 
courts have created a line of decisions 
which may be read as permitting many 
questions of the type that we asked 
Harry Russell. 

I have in mind a line of cases begin
ning with Mason against United States 
which was decided by the Supreme Court 
in 1917. That was a case in which a 
witness before a Federal grand jury was 
~ompelled to state whether he saw a 
game of cards being played at his own 
table in Alaska where, under Federal 
laws, the playing 'of cards for money was 
a crime. 

Since the Mason case, we have had 
Camarota against United States decided 
by the Third Circuit Court of Appeals in 
1940. In that case, a witness was re
quired to answer questions relating to 
the sale of wire service to bookies, even 
though subsequent answers might in
criminate him as to Federal income-tax 
statutes. Harry Russell was asked many 



1951 CONGRESSIONAL ·RECORD-SENATE 1151 · 
easier questions than those involved in · 
the two cases I have discussed, but in 
some instances he declined to answer 
questions relating to whether he knew 
people or whether he had ever met peo- . 
ple, whether during a certain time he had 
ever been in Miami Beach, whether he 
had ever consulted a lawyer, and many 
other questions of that kind. Certainly, 
such questions would not, nor the an
swers thereto, incriminate a person un- · 
der the Federal statutes, for I know of 
no Federal law which makes it a crime 
to know a person with a criminal record. 
Some of the persons about whom we . 
asked him did not have criminal records. 
I do not know of any crime of which he 
could have been guilty by reason of hav
ing been in a certain place or in a cer
tain section, because certainly a citizen 
of this .country has a right to go any
where he wishes. 

I could go on at this point to cite a 
great many more cases which have held 
that questions such as those asked of 
Harry Russell must be answered. I be
lieve it is unnecessary to do so at this 
time. However, I did want to take this 
opportunity to point out that legal prece
dents exist which might very well be ob
served in other jurisdictions and by 
other judges before whom contempt 
cases are brought. 

I might add that the recent Blau 
case-the Communist case-decided by 
the Supreme Court does not appear to 
apply to Harry Russell's case and might 
not apply in other cases because Harry · 
Russell himself tndicated that he did riot 
really fear a Federal prose~utfon as is 
shown in his own words when he said to 
the committee: "I don't think, Senator, . 
that I have committed any crime." 

In all these cases the refusal to testify 
was on the ground that it might incrim
inate the witness. The refusal must re
late to some definite fear, something 
which is real. It cannot be a mere fan.; 
tasy or· a possibility. Furthermore, un
der other decisions of the Supreme 
Court, it cannot be the fear of prosecu
tion·under a State law. With respect to 
many o:Z the questions asked Harry Rus
sell, refusal to answer could be based 
only upon a fantasy or a fear very far 
removed from any possibilitJ of the an
swer incriminating him. 

Mr. President, I say that if congres
sional committees are to have any power 
at all to obtain information from wit
nesses, the rule laid down by Judge Letts 
c:.nnot be a sound rule of law. Certain
ly if a person has a reai fear, and if his 
answer might really incriminate him in 
connection with some Federal offense, 
under the fifth amendment he has the 
right to decline to answer; and that is 
as it should be. But to allow a person · 
to refuse to answer merely because he · 
has some faint and fantastic idea ·that · 
a question might incriminate him or 
might be a link in a chain which might 
incriminate him, when he will not even . 
specify the Federal statute or law which 
he has in mind, would be taking a way 
from congressional committees a very 
necessary power to compel witnesses to 
testify in order to obtain information 
which investigating committees must · 
have. · · 

I wish it understood that I have full 
respect for our judicial authorities. I 
never like to make any criticism of any 
judge's .opinion. We all have our .own 
opinions. Various judges have differ
ent opinions. However, I felt that I 
must take this occasion to point out that 
certain factors which Judge Letts found 
to be so important in the Russell case 
would not necessarily appear so impor
tant to another judge hearing a case of 
alleged contempt against the Senate. 

I wish also to point out that in my 
opinion Judge Letts' decision does not 
follow the decision of the Supreme 
Court in the Blau case and other deci
sions of the Supreme Court. In order 
for a witness to refuse to -testify on the . 
basis of the fifth amendment to the 
Constitution, there must be a real fear 
that his testimony would incriminate 
him, and it must be in connection with 
some Federal statute which he has in 
mind. He may ·not refuse to testify 
merely because the committee is un
friendly to him, or because he has· some 
unreal, remote, fantastic idea that his 
answer might lead to some chain of 
events which would incriminate him. · 

The matter has been fully discussed · 
with members of the special committee. 
We feel that it is our responsibility to 
bring to the attention of the Senate 
recommendations for contempt proceed
ings against witnesses who refuse to an.: 
swer questions which we feel are per
tinent, when no ·showing is made that 
the answers to the questions might in
criminate them. We feel that there will 
be different results before other dis
trict judges in the cases which will be 
presented to them. 

RECESS TO MONDAY 

Mr. McFARLAND. I move that the 
Senate stand in recess until 12 o'clock 
noon on Monday ·next. 

The motion was agreed to; and (at 6 
o'clock and 18 minutes p. m.) the Sen
ate took a recess until Monday, Febru
ary 12, 1951, at 12 o'clock meridian. 

NOMINATIONS 

Executive nominations received by the 
Senate February 8 (legislative day of 
January 29), 1951: 

BOARD . OF COMMISSIONERS, DISTRICT OF 
. COLUMBIA 

F. Joseph Donohue, of the District of Co
lumbia, to be a Commissioner of the District 
of Columbia for a term of 3 years and until 
his successor is appointed. and qualified, 
vice Guy Mason. 

COLLECTOR OF INTERN AL REVENUE 
George G. Jeck, of Atlantic, Iowa, to be · 

collector of internal revenue for the district · 
of Iowa, to fill an existing vacancy. 

UNITED STATES DISTRICT JUDGE 
Hon. Charles J. McNamee, of Ohio, to be 

United States district judge for the northern 
d istrict of Ohio, vice Hon. Robert N. Wilkin, 
retired. 

UNITED STATES ATTORNEY 
Thomas E. Fairchild, o'f Wisconsin, to be 

United States attorney for the western dis
trict of Wisconsin, vice Charles H. Cashin, 
resigned. · 

UNITED STATEs MARSHALS 

William Quillen Treseder, · of Utah, to be 
United States marshal for the district of 
Utah, vice Gilbert Mecham, retired. 

IN THE NAVY 
The following-named midshipmen (avia

tion) to be ensigns in the Navy from the 5th 
day of June 1951: 
Wallace A. Burgess Thomas D. Lewis 
EUgene B. Conrad Ralph A. McCro·skey 
Valleau E. Curtis John Dae. Meyer 
Gresham G. Downs Donald A. Miller 
Walter A. Ellinghaus-John M. Neel 

en, Jr. Charles P. Pressly III 
Clarence Erkelens Gilbert D. Saul 
John R. Gunderson Thomas B. Smiley, Jr. 
Arthur D. Jessen Stephen D. Stevning 
John M. Key Jerry "D" Wolfe 
Edward D. Kuball 

The following-named (Naval ROTC) to be 
ensigns in the Navy from the 5th day of 
June 1951: · 
Charles L. Cotter Robert E. Hodgson, Jr; 
Roland S. Dick, Jr. Joseph A. Juhlin, Jr. 
Paul C. Gaertner, Jr. Arthur G. O. Roe 
Frank U. Garrard III Robert L. Sheppard, Jr. 
Jack T. Hamilton James L. Thwing 

The following-named · (civilian college 
graduates) to be lieutenants (junior grade) 
in the Navy (special duty officers): 
Joseph R. Geraud Robert H. Nicholson 
Harold Hoag Franklin E. Porter 
Paul R. Kramer Edwin P. Preston 
Charles E. McDowell James M. Wallace, Jr. 
David 'w. Miller James D_. Wilder · 

The following-named (civilian college 
graduates). to the grades indicated in the · 
Medical Corps of the Navy: 

LIEUTENANT COMMANDERS 
James K . . Cunningham. 
Halv:dan G. K. Faaland. 
Charles P. Root. 

LIEUTENANT 
James A. McLaughlin. 

LIEy>rENANTS (JUNIOR GRADE) 
Luther , W. Brady, Jr~ James B. Lynch 
William R. Daniel Thomas G. Lyons 
Rob~rt L. I)avis Kenneth W. Meinert 
Seldon c. Dunn George W. St. ·c. Moore 
John E. Gill Robert G. Reaves, Jr. 
David Gillette George W. Thoma, Jr. 
Theodore C. Hooker Edgar E. Thomas; Jr. 
Gilbert M. Kinzer. Earl A. Thompson 

The following-named (civilian college 
graduates) to be lieutenants (junior grade) 
in the Chaplain Corps of the Navy: 
John P. Byrnes John L. Moran, Jr. 
Samuel R. Hardman Harlin- E. Tillberg 
Lucian C. Mattiello James H. Veary 
Don M. Michael 

The following-named (civilian college 
graduates) to the grades indicated in the 
Dental Corps of the Navy: 

LIEUTENANT 
Thomas H. Mayo. 

LIEUTENANT (JUNIOR GRADE) 
Earl R. William::i. 

The following-named to be ensigns in the 
Nurse Corps of the Navy: 
Addie E. Baker Thedia A. Michael 
Elizabeth A. Bispham Henrietta A. Mulhollan 
Helen J . Black Rose A. Pachiano 
Betty A. Gibson Jane M. Parrick 
Lola M. Green Edla M. Plosila 
Doris E. Marsch Angelina T. Pommier 
Lucille A. Matchus Anna C. Read 
Millicent E. Merrick Ellen G. Warren 

The following-named officers to the grades 
Indicated in the Nurse Corps of the Navyi 

Edgar W .. Scarborough, of Florida, .to be LIEUTENANTS \ 
United States marshal for the northern dis· Doris F. Bentley Josephine E. McCarthy 
trict of Florida, v~~e _.J?Jd~n B. Royal~, de ... · __ ~fli~e W. Harding .. Clara T. Szczypin 
ceased. )i:dythe A. Head 
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LIEUTENANT (JUNIOR GRADE) 

Frances J. Jacobson. 
The following-named officers to the grades 

indicated in the Line of the ·Navy, for Lim· 
ited Duty Only, subject to qualification 
therefor as provided by law: 

LIEUTENANT COMMANDERS 

Albert L. Ballard LeRoy Loewer 
Edward H. Bayers James R. McKenzie. 
Louis E. Biechlin Jr. 
Joe M. Danielski Robert E. Mansard 
Edward M. Doran Kenneth A. Mundy 
Harold C. Gabriel Rollin M. Reed 
Carll T. Gleason Victor A. Schmalfeldt 
Eldon L. Guhl Horace D. Schultz 
Harry A. Guthrie William E. Taylor 
Clarence C. Hawk George S. Watson 
Marion H. Hawkins Ephraim R. Weaver 
Stanley J. Lewandow- Juston w. West 

ski 
LIEUTENANTS 

Thomas E. Acton Frederick J. Hicken 
William F. Adams Glenn W. Holmes 
John c. Arthur Leo T. Howard 
Dwight F. Asmus Paul E. Huffman 
Thomas E. Bager Clayton F. Johnson 
John w. Barden Harvey B. Jones 
George R. Becker Gaddis G. McKee 
Henry F. Berck Richard R. Matthews 
Alvin C. Bergquist Johnnie E. Mattis 
Joseph Buehlman Bernard A. Middleton 
Silas M. Blakely Edward C. Miller 
Harold B. Boaz Joseph F. Miller 
Alfred V. Boutin LaVern _C. Moore 
Jim w. Bryson LeRoy Perkil).s 
Donald F. Byers George W. Perrin 
Don M. Cameron James E. Plowden 
Allan R. Carlson Aquilino L. Ponciroli 
Evan M. Chanik Robert R. Ragsdale 
Homer w. Chellew Elsworth C. Reynolds 
Jack G. Churchill Chesley W. Richey 
William T. Coulson Meredith C. Riddle· 
James D' A. Dodge William H. Robb 
Gordon B. Dosskey Donald E. Runyon 
Ivan H. Douglas Walter Schauer 
Harold M. Dubree Ray W. Seiwert 
Jesse W. Dunwoody John R. Shannon 
Robert J. Erickson Paul A. Smith 
Leon S. Ertle Russel D. Smith 
Marion S. Evans Will L. Stalnaker 
Eudore A. Forcier Robert B. Stickles 
Laron S. Franklin Ralph C. Thomas 
William E. Fuller James L. Thompson 
Ned A. Gardner Joseph B. Tiara 
John G. Gillissie John S. Walden 
John Greksouk Frank W. Warrick 
Lyle T. Griffis Walter R. Watkius 
Truman F. Grubl Boyce St. C. Webb 
Harry D. Hall Robert E. Wheeler 
Russel L. HendricksonPaul H. Williams 

LIEUTENANTS (JUNIOR GRADE) 

George A. Ales Charles E. Johnson, Jr. 
William G. Bigony Gordon W. Jones 
Rudolph M. Busel-Charles E. Landahl 

meier Allan E. McArthur 
Howard W. Carr Charles H. McMakin. 
Albert F. Christener Jr. 
Craig McD. Coley William R. Morgan 
Fred w. Davenport Lawrence 0. Nasset 

-Claude L. Dickerson Eugene A. O'Brien 
Telofil Dmoch Ross Peters 
Donald D. Dunton Lewis J. Polansky 
Eugene R. Forsht Charles w. Postleth. 
Herbert A. Franck waite 
Donald Gaither Wilbur E. Reed 
Claude E. Hale Linus H. Schuh 
Williai:p. F. Harris Harold J. Shapard 
Claude J. Hinds, Jr. Robert A. Stahl 
Paul A. Hunt 

The following-named officers to the grades 
indicated in the Supply Corps of the Navy. 
for limited duty only, subject to · qualifica· , 
tion therefor as provided by law: ' 

- - LIEUTENANTS 

Andrew F. Bevill Edmund J. Prosch _ 
Kenneth P. Dehart William R. Whitney 

LIEUTENANTS (JUNIOR GRADE) 

Robert L. Jones Raymond H. Stutheit 
Don c. Mandeville Joseph H. Tetrault 

· The following-named officers to the grades · 
indicated in the Civil Engineer Corps of 
the Navy, for limited duty -only, subject to · 
qualification therefor as provided by law: 

LIEUTENANT 

Harlan L. Bowman 

LIEUTENANT (JUNIOR GRADE) 

· Justin D. Denman 
IN THE NAVY 

, The following-named officers Of the Navy · 
for permanent appointment to the grade of 
lieutenant (junior grade) in the corps indi· 
cated, subject to qualification therefor as 
provided by law; 

Line 

Paul F. Abel · Edith M. Blauvelt 
Carolyn E. Abrams Floyd H. Blizard 
William Abromitis, Jr.Robert P. Blount, Jr. 
·Richard C. Adams Richard V. Bodmer 
William K. Adams Tudor M. Bogart 
Francis J. Alberto Charles D. Bolan 
Thomas E. Alexander Louis J. Boland 
Frank J. Alfonso Philip H. Bolger 
Richard L. Alford Herbert L. Bondurant, 
Benjamin G. Allen Jr. 
Hoyt E. Allen Raymond J. Born- -
Richard P. Allen traeger 
Robert C. Allen Eugene H. Bouslog 
Walter L. Alt Eugene S. Bowers 
Gordon A. Anderson Franklin L. Bowersox 
Ralph L. Anderson Richard C. Boyd 
Roy C. Anderson Keith D. Boyer 
Jack F. Andrus Claiborne S. Bradley 
Robert P. Armstrong Richmond D. Bran· 
William s. M. Arnold nen 
James J. Ashford William J. Brantley 
Carl B. Austin _ Joseph J. Braun 
John D. Austin Cullen D. Bray 
Edward M. Axtell, Jr. Martin F. Bremus 
William R. Ayers Ernest M. Brides 
Joseph F. Bachman Kenneth B. Brisco 
Homer D. Bailey Francis E. Brooks 
Donald R. Baird William N. Brook, Jr. 
Daniel Balish Charles H. Brown 
William R. Ball, Jr. Charles 0. Brown 
David P. Barker Eldon W. Brown, Jr. 
Warren W. Barker George Brown 
William H. Barnes 3d Oliver F. Brown 
Max D. Barr Ralph W. Brown, Jr. 
Russell Bartmes, Jr. Woolson S. Brown 
William H. Barton, Jr. Stuart M. Brownell 

· William R. Bartow John M. Brozena 
George M. Bates James S. Brunson 
Richard W. Bates James D. Bryan, Jr. 
Joseph R. Bavle Paul G. Bryant 
John A. Bayers Douglas P. Buchanan 
David A. Beadling Beaumont M. Buck 
Francis T. Bean Robert G. Buechler 
Richa.rd L. Beatty Stanley H. Bueg 
Jerry T. Becker Norwood W. Bulling-
Donald R. Behrens ton, Jr. 
Harry E. Beltlower, Jr.Clarence V. Burch, Jr. 
Gregory M. Bell, Jr. Ernest Burks, Jr. 
James R. Bell Kenneth A. Burrows 
Richard M. Bellinger Roger T. Burson 
Manuel A. Benero, Jr. Ronald S. Burton 
Syd "A" Bennett • James E. Callahan, Jr, 
Archie E. Benton David W. Carey, Jr. , 
Herbert P: Benton IIIEarl C. Carpenter Jr. 
Robert E. Berggren- Ramon L. Carpenter 
Rex R. Berglund Charles C. Carter, Jr. 
Kenneth L. Bernstein Rodney B. Carter 
ljarry E. ;Betts EI:µest C. Castle 
Benjamin W. Bevis Nicholas A. Castruc· _ 
Oral J. Bilderback cio 
Patrick P. Billingsley Samuel F. Catterlin 
John H. Bilkey John D. Caylor 
Louis Bilyk Horace B. Chambers, 
Stanley W. Birch, Jr. Jr. 
Carl Birdwell, Jr. Willlam D. Chandler 
Arthur C. Black iII 
Carl E. Biaes Edwin M. Chapline 
Douglas I. Blancher! Roger A. Chapman 

Eddie M. Johnson Clarence R. Wright ; "-l Walter T. Blakney Adrian E. Chavannes 

Thomas P. Cheesman Gordon R. Engel' 
Robert S. Chew, Jr. : Joseph T. Erk · 
Michael L. Childress Leland F. Estes 
William ' T. ·. Chipman, Delmar H. Evans, Jr. 

Jr. - · William A. Evans 
Eugene R. Christie John Evasovich 
Robert G: Claitor John L. Everngam. St'. 
James V. Clampet Dorothy J. Eylet" 
Graham S. Clark Emil M. Eyler 
Wyndham S. Clark, Jr.Alvin K. Fentress 
Richard J. Clas . Andrew c. Ferguson 
John G. Clifford Reginald G. Ferrel 
John D. Clithero Robert L. Field 
Rlchard A. Cochran Ernest D. Fife 
Joseph E. Coqemo William R. Fisher, Jr. 
James N. Comerford Donald T. Fitzgerald 
Jack H. Conable Michael J. J. Fleming 
William E. Conniff, Jr. Edward B. Fleming 
Robert C. Conolly 2d John A. Fletcher 2d 
Albert E. Conord Francis C. Fogarty 
Joseph E. Coogan James A. Forsyth 
Murray C. Cook Kenneth D. Fosnaught 
P::-,tricia Cook Fredrick L. Foster 
Charles P. Coulter Donald D. FouldS 
Jack Cowden Benjamin B. Fowke 
Richard S. Coy Alfred N. Fowler 
Virginia Craig James H. Foxgrover 
Richard H. Crangle Andrew L. Frahler 
John M. Cravens, Jr. Fred A. W. Franke, Jr. 
Catherine M. Crombie Ian N. Fraser 
Edward J. Cronin William F. Fraser 
Howard S. Crosby Jack M. Fretwell 
James S. Crosby, Jr. Max G. Freudenberg 
Vernon L. Crow Edward Frothingham, 
Samuel R. Crowell Jr. 
Stewart P. Crowell, Jr. Wallace S. Gabriel 
John R. Crumpton, Jr.John P. Gaffigan 
Thomas W. Cuddy Stanton B. Garner 
Daniel W. Cullivan Herbert K. Gates, Jr. 
Robert J. Cutler Sidney W. Gaylord, Jr. 
Bradley L. Daley Alvin E. Geist 
Bennie V. Damberg William E. Gildow 
Donald H. Dansby Claude F. Giles 
James E. Davenport, William V. Gillen 

Jr. Donald A. Gillham 
John M. Davis Frank C. Gilmore 
Charles Dearmond John G. Gilyard 
John DeGoede Gordon B. G)sh 
Daniel T. Deibler Philip c. Gliem 
Leonard V. Delling William F. Goodman 
Walter M. DeLoach George E. Goodwin 
Richard N. DeMun Ralph T. Goodwin, Jr. 
Dean D. DeWitt Raymond I. Gornik 
James B. Dick, Jr. Jack L. Gracey 
Kenneth S. Dick Morris R. Grady 
Joseph C. Diedrich Richard L. Graham 
Henry C. Dinger, Jr. Warren C. Graham, Jr. 
Edward S. Disbrow, Jr.Frederick H. Gralow 
George W. Dittmann John A. Grauer 
William D. Dittmar Ernest J. Gray 
Lewis L. Dobbs Richard Green 
Henry H. Dodd James C. Greer 
Genevieve E. Doherty Waldo D. Groom 
Anthony pombroski Louis M. Guerrieri 
William K. Donnell Richard C. Guess 
Mary E. Donnelly Roy V. Gunther 
Claude E. Dorris Harold Gurman 
Laurens Dorsey Edwin K. Hacker 
Benjamin S. Dowd, Jr.Thomas F. Hahn 
William E. Dozier Charles R. Hall 
Richard W. Duerner Donald B. Hall 
Norman L. Dunbar Joseph F. Hall 
Norman L. Duncan Preston D. Hall 
Richard T. Duncan, Jr.Robert Hall 
Robert D. Duncan Robert W. Hall 
Alex R. Dunn, Jr. Norman L. Halladay 
John C. Dunn Albert B. Hallman 
James W. Dupree, Jr. David R. Hamlin 
Frederick L. Eareck-Robert W. Hanby, Jr. 

son, Jr. Russell L. Handy, Jr. 
Walter M. Earley, Jr. Kevin Hanlon 
William F. Easterlin,Charles R. Hannum 

Jr. Arthur W. Hanton 
Rex c. Eaton, Jr. Charles Z. Hanus 
Gerald C. Edwards Chester J. Harden-
Donald L. Egger burg, Jr. 
Prank N• Eklund, Jr. Joe W. Hargrove 
l)ewey A. Ellis, Jr. Edgar W. Harlan 
B,obert T. Ellsworth,Robert J. Harlow 

Jr. Jean F. Harrington 
Lowell E. Elmore Elwin R. Harris 
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Harley S. Harris, Jr. Harry N. Key, Jr. 
Wade H. Harris Thomas F. Kildutf, Jr. 
David L. Hartshorn Neal Kincannon 
Arthur R. Hasler, Jr. Rob~rt E. ~ng 
Charles E. Hathaway James W. Kissick, Jr. 
Douglas B. Hatmaker Joseph E. Klause 
Stanley R. Hawe Herbert S. Kline 
Edward A. Hawks, Jr. John W. Klinefelter 
Edward B. Hebden R~lph C. Knight 
Leonard M. Hendrix Harold F. Knudsen 
Robert F. ·Henning Robert A. Komoroff 
Albert G. Henry, Jr. Edward L. Korb 
James E. Henry Francis i>. Koval 
William J. Hepburn Albert J. Kralik 
William M. Hepburn.Earl R. Krieger 

Jr. Louis Kriser 
John D. Herlihy, Jr. John Kriss 
John G. Herndon Hugh C. Kuhlman 
Walter J. Hester Roderick J. Kulus 
Harry C. Hiatt, Jr. Frederick R. Lafferty, 
Alvin S. Hibbs Jr. 
Lester N. Hill Arthur Landis, Jr. 
Rowland P. Hill Charles M. Lane 
Robert P. Hilton William N. Langone 
Charles W. Hines Charles H. Langton 
Katherine J. Hinman William J. Lauben-
William R. H!ntz .dorfer . 
Richard B. Hodson Jason P. Law 
Roy L. Hoffmann ·Paul D. Lawler 
Leslie C. Hofto William A. Lebert 
Hugh S. Holder Robert L. Lee, Jr. 
Leland A. Holdren William W. Lee, Jr. 
Frederick W. Holler.John F. Leicester III 

Jr. Edwin M. Leidholdt 
. Dorothy V. Holliday Alexander Lennox, Jr. 
\Villiam W. Holm Albert P. Lesperance 
Dudley Holstein Edgar S. Levy, Jr. 
Matthew V. Hoover Richard E. Lewis 
Thomas M. Hopkins William W. Lewis, Jr. 
John E. Horan, Jr. James E Liles 
Kenneth A. Horn Mary J. Linderman 
John L. Hotes Sara J. Lloyd 
Lee S. Houchins Aubrey L. Loeffler 
Roy A. Howard, Jr. Hubert B. Loheed 
Claude C. Howell Richard L. Lombard 
Floyd E. Hower, Jr. James H. Longworth 
Donald Hubbard Thomas A. Loomis 
Harry E. Hunt Warren W. Lord 
Robert D. Hunting- Albert F. Lovata 

ton, Jr. . John R. Lowdenslager 
Robert E. Huntzinger Charles A. Luff, Jr. 
David A. Hurt, Jr. Robert B. Luzader 
Karl H. Huss, Jr. Robert B. Lyle 
William G. Ikard 2d Albert C. MacDonald 
Richard W. Illgen Stuart C. Maclntire 
James M. Ivey, Jr. William E. Madden 
Edward D. · Jackson, William D. Mallinger 

Jr. Thomas E. Maloney 
Elmer E. Jackson Richard E. Mankus 
Frederick D. Jackson, Charles W. Mann 

Jr. Earl Mann 
John G. W. Jackson John C. Mape 
Eldon A. Jacobs Arthur L. Markel 
John W. James Walter G. Markham 

·Alan L. Jansen Thomas P. Marks 
Robert L. Jasmin Marvin D. Marsh 
Rollin E. Jeffries, Jr~ George W. Marshall 
James F. Jenista Lee R. Marshall 
John L. Jensen, Jr. 'Raymond A. Marston 
Ronald H. Jermstad Robert J. Martin· 
Francis C. Johnson Travis A. Mathis 
Henry B. Johnson T:qomas E. Matia 
Jack K. Johnson Frank E. Matthews 
Constance L. Jones Harley D. Mayfield 
Edward G. Jones Eugene B. W. Meeker 
Harry L. Jones Olive A. Meining 
Howard W. Jones Robert E. Melhorn 
Henry F. Kaiser James I. Mellencamp 
Robert C. Kaiser Charles W. Melville, 
William A. Kanaka- Jr. 

nui, Jr. Murray Menkes 
Howard N. Kay Clayton W. Merrill 
Jack C. Kays Charles Mertz 3d 
John R. Kearney Edward W. Meyers 
Robert G. Keller Edward L. Miles 
Bruce E. Kelley Lee C. Miles 
Roger W. Kelly C'olvin E. Milham 
Kenneth Kelty William T. Mitchell, 
James H. Kendall 2d Jr. 
Robert E. Kenyon George B. Moore 
William H. Kernan Howard B. Moore 
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James R. Moore, ·Jr. John S. Patton, Jr. Ernest H. Schorz Robert E. Tigner 
Randolph Moore Joseph J. Paulis, Jr. . G~orge M. Schrauth Robert E. Tisdale 
Roderick B. Moore ·Jacob L. Pawer, Jr. Lawrence W. Schul- Ernest E. Tissot, Jr. 
Sumner K. Moore Paul A. Peck theis Dennis W. Tomlin 
William V. Moore Donald W. Perry Robert A. Schultz Herbert N. Townsend 
Charles T. Morden Benjamin H. Peswr Harold C. Schwan Thomas c. Trafzer 
Gloria E. Morenz Edward Phillips Richard D. Schwartz Kenneth M. Treadwell 
Daniel M. Morris Edward G. Phillips Robert E. Schwoeffer-Paul R. Tripp 
David H. Morris Ralph. T. Phillips mann James R. Trommlitz 
Donald R. Morris John H. Pickering Richard U. Scott John c. Tsiknas 
LeRoy 0. Mosher William C. Pierson Ami W. Sear Neely E. Turner 
Eugene C. Moss John A. Pino Ruell A. Searson James F. Turney 
Peter R. Moureau Ray C. Pittman Henry T. Settle, Jr. Nicholas J . Vagianos 
Leonard W. Mulbry Judith S. Plaster William S. Shaffran , Robert w. Van Kirk, 
John E. Mulcahy Ira G. PI°ouff William C. Sharpe Jr. 
Justus A. Muller Bernard Poppert Anna M. Shaub Robert F. Valentine 
William·L. Mumma Charles S. Porter John D. Shaw Eldon P. Varner 
James F. Murphy Alonzo M. Poteet, Jr. .W~yne G. f:lhear Savino Vesco 
William L. Mµrphy Louis c. Potter Charles A. Sheehan Carlos C. Villarreal 
Eugene R. Murray William H. Potts, Jr. Frank H. Sheffield John E. Vinsel 
James E. Myrick William Poulakis Peter N. Sherrill John C. Vogel 
Robert D. McBain Ross· s. Power Jack N. Sherwood Robert H. Wade 
James A. Mccaig Louis J. Previati, Jr. Albert F. Shimmel William F. Wade 
Elmer A. Mccallum, Byron Price .Richard E. Shimshak Quentin W. Wagen-

Jr. Jq:m P. Prisley Alfred L. Shiner field. 
John K. McConeghy, Delton B. Pruner Dorothea H. Shinn William G. Wagner 

Jr. Theodore w. Pstrak Frank J. Shoemaker Daniel P. Walchko 
John W. McCord Harlf.n R. Purdy Lewis B. Shultz James W. Walker, Jr. 
Richard K. Mccorkle. Robert o. Pyle, Jr. Edward S. Siergiej Robert N. Wallis 
William W. !14cCue Paul L. Quinn Donald R. Simon William G. Walston 
Jack H. McDonald Wesley L. Ralston Louis H. Simmons Glenn W. Ward 
Milton C. McFarland Thomas E. Rand Paul A. Sims James F. Ward, II 
Ralph I. McFarland Charles E. Ransom, Walter H. fingleton Charles E. Waring, Jr;, 
Robert S. McGihon Jr. William N. Small Lawrence C. Warren 
Ted R. McGinnis Hugb B. Rardin Charles A. Smith Richard K. Watson 
Iris C. McGlothlin Charles c. Ratcliff George E. Smith Dean E. Webstf>r 
Andrew Mcintyre Earl L. Reardon George F. Smith William Wegner 
Robert L. Mcintyre Jackson B. Reavis Harold F. Smith, Jr. Elbert N. Wells 
Donald A. Mclver William L. Redmon Robert C. Smith, Jr. James K. Welsh, Jr. 
Robert B. McKay Walter L. Rees R?bert H. Smith Howard W. Westervelt, 
Russell R. McKechnie Alfred J. Reichel Jr. Nicholas W. Smusyn . Jr. · 
Marvin "M" McKin- Thomas E. Reilly'. Jr. Robert K. Smyth Otis V. Wheeler, Jr. 
· ley, Jr. Henry Remsen Harland C. Snyder Richard 0. Wheeler 
Edward F. McLaugh- Harvey E. Rennacker Charles M. Sodersten Charles J. White 

lin, Jr. Earl F. Resch Robert W. Somers John F. White, Jr. 
Vivian J. McLaughlin Edwin c. Rice Emory R. Sourbeer, Jr.Joseph P. White 
William E. McLuckie Eluier A. Rice Thomas C. Spalding James R. Whitehead 
John R. McMaqon, Jr. William L. Richards, Raymond W. Spang- Charles A. Whitmore, 
Thomas D. Nabors, Jr. Jr. . rud Jr. 
Arthur E. Nash Ward P. Riggins, Jr. Ralph R. Speicher, Jr. Eugene H. Whittles-
John N. Neal Guy w. Rig~s Richard H. Sprince sey 

. Robert R. Neely, Jr. Ernest E. Rivers Richard J. Springe Lloyd C. Wholey 
Carl C. Neidlinger Knight M. Robbins Edward F. Stacy Alan S. Wilhite 
Frederick L. Nelson Lonnie J, Robbins William A. Staff Gilbert Wilkes, 3d 
Leland E. Nelson Liona R. Roberts, Jr. Donald E. Stanley Peter A. Williams 
John D. Ness Keith H Robertson Thomas E. Stanley Stanley Williams 
Leonard H. Nettnin Clarenc~ O. Robins Reynold F. Stelloh, Jr.Stanwix M. Williams 
William L. Neubauer Beverly M. Robinson Bailey D. Sterrett, Jr. William E. Willing-
William L .. Newell Rufo W. Robinson Charles W. Stevens ham, Jr. 
Paul W. Nicholson Edward B. Rogers Jr Robert L. Steward George M. A. Willows 
Richard E. Nicholson Joseph P. Rogers' Jr• .atthur J. Storeide Joseph A. Wilson 
R~chard H. Ni~kerson Robert A. Rohr ' · Charles G. Strahley Thomas B. Wilson, Jr. 
Richard D. Ni~l~en Allan W. Romans James B. Stricker, Jr. John G. Wissler 
Frederick M. Nizich Brent C. Rosa Richard Struyk William K. Witthaus 
Eugene J. Noblet Edmund I. Rosendahl Max W. Stults John C. Wold 
Harry M. Noland, Jr. Donald S. Ross William R. StuyvesantArthur 0. Wolf 
Dan R. Nolen Ernest H. Ro&:, Jr. ~obert T. Styer Dwight E. Wood, Jr. 
Raymond P. Nots?n Henry M. Ross George H. £ullivan, Jr.Robert C. Wood 
Robert P. Nottmg- Terry A. Ross John P. Sundberg William H. Wood Ill 

ham G t Joseph L. Sunderlin Kyle H. Woodbury 
Th H N t eorge B. Ro hrock, Edward P. Supancic Thomas Woods II omas . ugen , Jr. 

Jr. . Andrew T. Roulston Francis J. Suttill, Jr. Guy G. Wooten 
Wedo Nutaitis Clyde A. Reaves, Jr. Douglas D. Swift Davfd L. Wright 
J h H N h 1 Dillan W. Taff George S. Wright _ 0 n · Y us Herbert E. Reichert Joseph P. Tagliente Walter J. Wright, Jr. 
Ronald R. Oberle John Ruggiero Stewart E. Tangeman Robert E. Wurlitzer 
Mar_k J, O'Friel John F. Rule ,:;:: 
Robert c. Olsen George E. Russell Duane A. Tarpenning R~~ert ·J:. Wurzbacher 
Lyle R. Olson Robert M. Tatum ~- Louis J. Yakich 
J h D 0 i John A. Russell Boone C. Taylor · Billy G. Yarbrough 
R~b~rt w. ~YR~illy ~aclyn K. Rw;>sell Robert L. i:rayfor Karel E. Yedlicka 
Frank w. Orr, Jr. Aimo M. Saari Karl_~. 'rhiele Richard E. Young 
Edward J. Ortlieb William F. Sallada __Albert J. Thompson Robert M. Young 
Burdett A. Otis, Jr. Raymond 0. Sande_!s ~··,.. James J. Thompson David E. Zacharias 
William B. Otto Kenneth M. S{i:d6n James L. Thompson Ellis M. Zacharias, Jr. 
Jerry A. Pacilio Charles -~ Sa terfleld Malcolm E. Thompson Robert A. Zajichek 
Gerald L Palmer Jr ~!am ·Sawyer Keith E. Thomson Walter P. Ziarnik 
Cl r nee' E Pa; e:. J es A. Schader David R. Thornhlll Austin L. Zicht 

a e · '•Arthur S. Schlofman, Franks. Tiernan J::t.ck P. Zimmerman 
Jr. _ Jr. 

James M. Parnell Francis L. Schlude SUPPLY CORPS 

~anklin C. Paschal, John F. Schneider, Jr. Augustine A. AlbaneseRobert P. Barber 
·· Jr. Albert R. Schofield, Jr. Edmund S. ArmstrongWilliam H. Bason 
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James D. Bennett Walter E. Linthicum 
Floyd E. Bergeaux Harold B. Lipschutz 
James C. Billings, Jr. John J. Mahaffey 
Mack B. Bingham James R. Martin 
Roger C. Bliss Richard C. May 
William H. Borchert Raymond A. Medlin 
Charles R. Braley, Jr. Donald c. Mehaffey 
William G. Brendle Roy D. Monnie 
James H. Breunlin Karol M. Morphew 
John M. Bristow Edwards M. Morris 
Leonard E. Brock David F. Morrow 
Robert T. Broili Lawrence C. Murdoch, 
John W. Bruner Jr. 
Ramon L. Burke George A. Murphy 
Elwood A. Carmer Walter M. McCandless 
Dan M. Carpenter William J. McMordie 
James H. H. earring- Carl H. Newman· 

ton Wilson M. Obendorfer 
LeRoy T. Carter Dean 0. Powell 
William F. Cecil John B. Pringle 
George I. Chegin John W. Randall 
Francis J. Chester Raymond B. Renne 
Norman D. Chetlin Harold L. Robiner 
Henry A. L. Church Charles E. P. Schap-
Donald H. Corson, Jr. pacher 
James A. Cox Ben R. Schmidt 
Cassel 0. Crain Robert V. Schmidt 
Wayne R. Crozier Homer D. Simons, Jr. 
William J. Crutchfield John G. Slattery 
Michael Dasovich James H. Smeds 
Martin J. Deutch Morris M. Smith 
William F. Daddy Ralph A. Smith 
Harry C. Dalbeck Roy F. Smith 
Howard H. Dolch, Jr. Wilburn A. Speer, Jr. 
Robert F. Dunbar Warren E. Steele 
Kenneth W. Dunwody,Philip A, P. Stine 

Jr. Hart R. Stringfellow, 
Vaughn H. Earley , Jr. 
Glendale M. Eaton Charles L. Suit III 
George P. Edgerton Charles c. Swanke 
Leonard D. Elling- Darrell E. Swenson 

wood Clarence G. Tatum 
Melvin I. Freedman Kay K. Thurman 
Homer Fults George D. Tracy 
Gerald K. Gamber Howard A. True 
Robert L. Ghormley, Kiehl E. Underhill 

Jr. Richard E. Utman 
William F. Glase Wesley W. Van Malsen 
Lewis E. Gleason Wayne S. Vroman 
John C. Green John W. Walsh 
William M. Hamilton Stephen J. Walsh 
Herschel B. Hamric, Jr.Robert L. Weaver 
Paul C. Herndon, Jr. Kenneth B. Webster 
Harvey R. Humphrey James E. Weibel 
Dale E. Jackson Harry K. Welge 
William H. Jeffery Paul B. White 
William E. Johnston Warren P. White 
Harold Kearsley Robert G. Whitman 
Andrew Khourie Emmett J. Wild 
Milton E. Kreyen-Leslie W. Williams 

hagen Fred I. Woodworth, 
Robert S. Leventhal Jr. 
Charles L. Lewis 

CIVIL ENGINEER CORPS 

Domenico N. Bibbo Edward L. MacCordy 
Charles W. Calhoun Nestor P. Michaleczko 
Robert G. Carroll John W. Murdock 
Francis W. Day Philip J. McEleney 
James C. Day, Jr. Edward A. McManus 
Robert E. Dickman Raymond D. Phillips 
Sydney W. Dunn, Jr. Robert R. Raber 
Arnold W. Ebert Harry L. Rimmer, Jr. 
Richard M. Fluss Charles D. Rohay 
Ray W. Foreaker, Jr. Colonel J. Shook, Jr. 
Herbert R. Foster David M. Smith 
Howard D. Graessle I!Jack M. Thornburgh 
Charles W. Gulick, Jr.Richard L. Tinkle-
Arthur E. Hackett paugh 
Wayne C. Hall, Jr. Nicholas F. Truog 
Robert F. Harsch Robert C. Vance 
Jerry D. Harshman John D. Watson, Jr. 
George L. Hoffmann Marvin A. Weir 
Charles B. Hogan Dexter M. Welton 
Steven K. Kauffman Frank D. Wilson 
William Kleck, Jr. Robert L. Winkler 
Edward F. Krueger Robert P'. Woodworth 
Robert S. Lee; Jr. Robert F. Jostberg 
George A. Leighton, Jr.Anson C. Perkins 

NURSE CORPS 

Arlene B. Albany Edna L. ArcJHbald 
Betty J. Alexander Jane F. Arseneault 

Marguerite Asel Vila L. Knuth 
Geneva W. Babitsky Aldana Krushinskl 
Margaret T. Barrow Patricia R. Laisure 
Anna M. Belaire Clara J. Leoni 
Ann A. Bergen Veronica A. Lesho 
Marie M. Boatman Jean M. Little 
Wanda· C. Bowman Cornelia F. Long 
Reba M. Bradford Elsie M. Lovely 
Eileen A. Butler Kathleen M. Malloy 
Joan E. Burch Ann Manley 
Janice M. Burcham Dorothy L. Martin 
Marion A. Burger Lois C. Merritt 
Jean D. Cairns Dolores Michalski 
Virginia M. (:lardillo Marcel A. Mickiewicz 
Mary E. Carmickle Jeanne M. Milles 
Emma L. Carroll Betty M. Mill.sop 
Cristina H. Chacon Dorothy E. Moore 
Margaret E. ChapmanDoris M. Mortimer 
Kathleen J. Christen-Arline L. Murphy 

sen Mary P. McCarthy 
Nell M. Chumley Esther G.D. Nielsen 
Patricia M. Clark Shirley E. Norman 
Virginia M. Cleary Cecile R. Normandin 
Josephine L. Croft- Elizabeth J. O'Brien 

chik Mary E. H. O'Brien 
Nancy J. Crosby Kathleen J. O'Kane 
Dorothy K. Cummings Regina M. Olko · 
Helen Daroska Celia Olshefski 
Betty M. Davis Maribelle Page 
Mary M. Deak Angie L. Pettit 
Daisy L. Deem Jean B. Pieczarka 
Mary I. Deksnys Charlotte R. Pierce 
Nettie A. DeLisa Luisa A. Power 
Florence J. Delynko Martha J. Preuss 

. Winifrede Devan Evelyn F. Przybylek 
Helen M. DeWitt Muriel E. Ramage 
Vivian M. M. Dicke Gloria V. Rapp 
Geraldine K. Dignen Velva D. Ray 
Janet F. Dixon Muriel H. Riley 
Patricia L. Dowell Nathalie A. Roark 
Catherine R. Dupuis Agnes M. Roberts 
Barbara Ellis Ruth C. Robinson 
Alyeene L. Emfinger Phyllis A. Rodenbaugh 
Dorothy K. Erickson Patricia A. Roe 
Joan T. Ernst Helen Roller 
Marilyn Ewing Katherine E. Roth 
Lorraine V. Feifer Dorothy L. Rowe 
Jean M. Fitzpatrick Edna J. Rundell 
Dessie J. Flood Madeleine J. Ruppert 
Elizabeth A. Folan Margaret Russell 
Lillie M. Frank Owedia M. Searcy 
Dorothy M. Frison Florence J. Settlemyer 

_Dorothy H. Fuller Katherine G. Shea 
Dorothy J. Garber Carolyn J. Shearer 
Norma H. Gardill Mary C. Sheridan 
Norma J. Geho Dorothea M. Short 
Rita A. Gervais "E." Marie Smith 
Mary E. Glavin Leona Soback 
Bessie Gochis Angeline J. Spotto 
Rebecca Gomez Melva Stankovich 
Dorothy J. Goodell Anna M. Stary 
Marcia 0. Graham Ruth M. Stephens 
Ruth L. Grass Gloria J. Sterling 
Betty L. Gregorio Mary J. Stevenson 
Sara J. Grieve Margaret J. Stewart 
Alice T. Griffin Lillis L. Stoops 
Frances T. Griffin Betty J. Streeb 
Rosemary L. Gunn Ellen E. Stricklin 
Dorothy G. Haiduven Mae B. Stumm 
Shirley A. Harbaum Dorothy N. Sweetman 
Laura C. Haring Bernice Szostak· 
Anna G. Hart Alfreda Szkodna 
Rhoda C. Hilke Lucy I. Tarvin 
Beverly A. Hoellworth Elizabeth Taylor 
Joan L. Huber Mary R. Thames 
Leslie E. Hylton June R. Thurnau 
Barbara E. Hull Dolores Troskoski 
Louise M. Jablonske Virginia C. Trujillo 
·Louise F. Jakshe Katherine Vagenas 
Virginia M. Jennings Barbara Warner 
Marie A. Johncola Mary M. Wein 
Marion G. Johnson Marjory H. Werme 
Betty J. Jones Frances C. Whitlock 
Catherine B. Jones Ann E. Wiggins 
Eva .D. Jones Lil~ian R. Wojnarow-
Lenora M. Judy • ski 
Esther T. Kaczmarek Joan_ A. Wunder 
Phyllis N. Keene Loree Young 
Helen A. Kenyon Kathryn E. Zabel 
Margaret E. Kissinier Dorothy Zulick 
Frances S. Klein 

HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 
THURSDAY, FEBRUARY 8, 1951 

The House met at 12 o'clock noon. 
Rev. Walter B. Pruett, Methodist 

Church, Carrollton, Ill., offered the fol
lowing pray~r: 

Our F'ather, who art on earth as well 
as in heaven, we thank Thee for the 
privilege that is ours of bearing various 
responsibilities these days. Realizing 
that we cannot do well enough the deeds 
that must be done unless we turn to 
Thee, we pause now to commune with 
Thee. Grant unto us, we pray, the in
sight to see clearly the problems that 
face us and are our responsibility, the 
wisdom to find the best possible solution 
for each problem, and the strength and 
courage we need to do the things we 
thereby feel to be according to Thy will. 

These things we pray as Thy rr..ost 
humble~ children. Amen. 

The Journal of the proceedings of 
yesterday was read and approved. 

MESSAGE FROM THE PRESIDENT 

A message in writing from the Presi
dent of the United States was communi
cated to the House by Mr. Miller, one of 
his secretaries. 

SPECIAL ORDER GRANTED 

Mr. PATMA!T asked and was given 
permission to address the House on Mon
day and Wednesday next for 30 minutes 
each day, following the legislative pro
gram and any special orders heretofore 
entered. · 

COMMITTEE ON BANKING AND CUR· 
REN CY 

Mr. PRIEST. Mr. Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent that the Committee 
on Banking and Currency may sit today 
during the session of the House. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to 
the request of the gentleman from Ten
nessee? 

There was no objection. 
TAXES ON LIQUOR 

Mr. O'TOOLE. Mr. Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent to address the House 
for 1 minute and to revise and extend my 
remarks and include an editorial from 
the New York Mirror. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to 
the request of the gentleman from New 
York? 

There was no objection. 
Mr. O'TOOLE. Mr. Speaker, in the 

past few days the Secretary of the Treas
ury has suggested that additional taxes 
be levied upon spiritous liquors. We are 
all cognizant of the necessity of raising 
revenues i.a these trying times. How
ever, -t,hose who are suggesting that taxes 
be placed upon items that are already 
highly taxed seem to forget the law of 
diminishing returns. The high tax that 
is now in existence on liquors has been 
the cause of increased bootlegging. Re
ports from Secretary Snyder's own De
partment admit that there is more boot
legging today than at any time since the 
repeal of prohibition. Wherever a gallon 
of illicit untaxed liquor is sold, a gallon 
of licensed legitimate · liquor is not sold 
and the Government loses at least $9. 
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Some people who should kn0w a.Hege that 
20 percent of the liquor that is being con
sumed in this country today does not pay 
any Government tax since it is illicitly 
manufactured. There is no doubt that 
the illegal liquor is i.nferior in taste, con
tents and body, but because of its cheap
ness can more than compete in certain 
circles with a licensed product. If we 
are going to place an additional t2.x on 
liquor, you may rest assured that the 
flood of bootlegging liquor throughout 
the country will cause a serious loss of 
income to our Government. 
[From th~ New York Daily Mirror of Febru

ary 1, 1951] 
THAT MAN Is HERE AGAIN 

G-men and Suffolk County cops made .a 
call Monday' on a dilapidated house in a 
remote section of North Bab:;-lon, Leng Island, 
where the United States Governme;.1t lost 
$1,795,500. 

Uncle Srm took that rap in u:1collected 
taxes. The State of New York was also a 
loser, to the amount of $157,500. 

Not to keep you in suspense, the raided 
house contained a 500-gallon-a-day still, 
which had been happily cooking up 190-proof 
whisky for a period of 7 months. 

Well, naive as we are, we haj believed the 
bootlegger went out of busitless with the 
death of prohibition. So we investigated. 

Here are i:;ome of the results: 
Bootlegging is a bigger business today than 

at any time since the eighteenth amend
ment went off the books in 1933. 

In 1949, for which complete statistics are 
available, Federal, State, and local police offi
cers throughoµt the United States confiscated 
18,884 stills which had a combined capacity 
of 529,4i6 gallons daily. These stills are esti
mated to have operated an &verage of 90 days 
each before they were knocked off. 
- For each day they functioned, there was a 

Federal and State tax loss of $5,543,920, or 
a total t.ax loss of $498,952,800 for the 90-
day average period. 

The basic -Federal excise tax on whisky is 
$9 per 100-proof gallon, and the average 
State tax is $1.48 per 100-proof gallon. (New 
York State tax is $1.50.) It should be noted 
that there are many other taxes on legal 
liquor, but the above are the principal and 
basic ones. 

Only in the last peak years of prohibition 
was the bootlegger more active than he is 
today. 

In those dry years, enforcement officers 
were confiscating stills at the rate of 25,000 
a year-a figure which compares with the 
18,884 stills put out of business in 1949. 

The incentives for the distiller and dis
tributor of "rot gut" illegal whisky are the 
same as they were during prohibition and in 
about the same degree-big, quick, easy 
money. 

He starts right off with a $10.48 (per 100-
proof gallon) tax advantage over his legal 
competitor. He can sell a gallon of his 
poisonous product, usually 190-proof, for as 
low as $4 or $5. 

One gallon of bootleg whisky of 190-proof 
can be cut into 2 gallons of salable liquor. 

The bootlegger, of course, has few of the 
other expenses of the legal manufa<:turer. 

He does not have to pay for insurance, 
analysis, warehousing, or financing. True, 
his product may be injurious to health, even 
fatal, but what does he care? He is not 
liable. 

We have always believed that the Ameri
can people, when they junked the eighteenth 
amendment, were not so much voting liquor 
back in as they were voting bootlegging, 
gangsterism, and vast empires of corruption 
out. _ 

we don't know what the full solution is to 
the present, and rather alarming, rebirth of 
the illegal hootch business. _ · 

Obviously, more enforcement is necessary 
to protect the Government's own legal 
sources of taxation. The Federal Govern~ 
ment today does not l:lave enough "rev~
nooers" to more than whittle away at the 
edges of the bootlegging industry. 

Obviously, also, liquor is something which 
should be tax~d. and taxed heavily, but there 
is a point beyond which taxation cannot go. 

In other words, Government-Federal and 
State-should not recreate, by taxzs, a cor
rupt and abominable situation which the 
people killed by ballot. 

RECIPROCAL TRADE AGREEMENT~ 

Mr. RAMSAY. Mr. Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent to address the House 
for 1 minute and to revise and extend 
:uy remarks. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to 
the request of the gentleman from ~est 
Virginia? 

There was no objection. 
Mr. RA1'1SAY. Mr. Speaker, :! want 

to congratulate the gentleman from Wis
consin [Mr. BYRNES] for propnsing, and 
tlie Committee on Ways and Means for 
accepting, the amen<Iment prohibiting 
future trade concessions to Soviet Russia 
and thorn nations she dominates. I am 
also sympathetic with the original 
amendment offered by the gentleman 
from Wisconsin, which was ruled not 
in order, and which would have applied 
to existing agreements. 

I am hopeful that the action of the 
commit~ee in agreeing to the amendment 
offered by the gentleman from Wiscon
sin indicates that favorable considera
tion will be given to a resolution, intro
duced by me and a number of my col
leagues during tpe Eighty-first Ccngress, 
and reintroduced in this Congress. My 
resolution provides "that it is the sense 
of the Congress that the President 
should take such action as may be nec
essary to rescind any foreign-trade 
agreement negotiated with any foreign 
country, or _any instrumentality thereof, 
under the provisions of section 350 of 
the Tariff Act of 1930, as amended, if 
the Secretary of State is of the opinion 
that the government of such foreign 
country is Communist controlled." 

When this resolution had been pend· 
ing before the committee last Congress 
for many months, the gentleman from 
Ohio [Mr. SECREST] filed a discharge 
petition, which, unfortunately failed. 

I had· intended to off er this resolution 
as an amendment to H. R. 1612 yester
day, but because of the tradition to 
recognize only members of the commit
tee, was not able to offer it. The point 
of order raised against the first proposal 
of the gentleman from Wisconsin pre· 
eluded my offering it as a substitute, and 
the rapidity with which the committee 
accepted his second proposal, prevented 
its being offered a second time. To se
cure any relief to American industry, 
the principles announced in the amend
ment, must apply to existing treaties. 

I hope, Mr. Speaker, we can obtain 
action on the resolution itself. I believe 
if we do, it will pass, and grant to our 
industry the relief sought to prevent 
unfair competition. 

Ai~NUAL REPORT OF THE AIR COOR
DINATING CO:MMITTEE - MESSAGE 
FROM THE PRESIDENT OF THE UNITED 
STATES (H. DOC. NO. 55) 

The SPEAKER laid before the House 
the following message from the President 
of the United States, which was read, 
and, together with the accompanying 
papers, ref ern~d to the Committee on 
Interstate and Foreign Commerce and 
ordered to be printed: 

To the Congress of the United States: 
I transmit herewith for the informa

tion and consideration of the Congress 
the Annual Report of the Air Coordinat
ing Committee for the calendar year 1950. 

HARRY S. TRUMAN. 
THE WHITE HOUSE, February 8, 1951. 

COMMITTEE ON ARMED SERVICES 

Mr. STANLEY. Mr. Speaker, by direc
tion of the Committee on House Admin• 
istration, I offer a privileged resolution 
CH. R~s. 37) and ask for its immediate • 
consider a ti on. 

The Clerk read the resolution, as foi
lows: 

Resolved, That the Committee on Armed 
S~rvices is authorized, until otherwise pro
vided by law, to employ two additional 
clerical assistants, to be paid from the con
tingent fund of the House a.t a rate of com
pensation to be fixed by the chairman in 
accordance with section 202 (c) of the Legis
lative Reorganization Act of 1946. 

With the following committee amend
ment: 

Page 1, line 5, after "202", strike out " ( c)" 
and insert "(e) ." 

The committee amendment was agreed 
to. 

The resolution was agreed to. 
A motion to. reconsider was laid on the 

table. 
COMMITTEE ON UN-AMERICAN 

ACTIVITIEC.: 

Mr. STANLEY. Mr. Speaker, by direc
tion of the Committee on House Adminis
tration, I offer a privileged resolution 
CH. Res. 42~ and ask for its immediate 
consideration. 

The Clerk read the resolution, as fol
lows: 

Resolved, That the further expenses of 
conducting the studies and investigations 
authorized by clause (1) (Q) of rule XI 
incurred by the Committee on Un-American 
Activities, acting as a whole or by subcom
mittee, not to exceed $200,000, including ex
penditures for employment of such experts, 
special counsel, and such clerical, steno
graphic, and other assistants, shall be paid 
out of the contingent fund of the House on 
vouchers authorized by said committee and 
signed by the chairman of the committee, 
and approved by the Committee on House 
Administration. 

SEC. 2. The official stenographers to com
mittees may be used at all hearings held in 
the District of Columbia, if not otherwise 
officially engaged. 

That the funds granted may be expended 
retroactive to January 4, 1951, and such funds 
shall remain available until expended. 

Mr. MARTIN of Massachusetts. Mr. 
Speaker, will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. STANLEY. I yield. 
Mr. MARTIN of Massachusetts. Is 

there an amendment to the resolution? • 



• 

1156 CONGRESSIONAL RECORD-HOUSE FEBRUARY 8 
Mr. STANLEY. There is no amend

ment. 
Mr. MARTIN of Massachusetts. May 

I inquire as to how the amount carried 
this year compares with the amount car
ried last year? 

Mr. STANLEY. In the first session of 
the Eighty-first Congress there was ap
propriated $200,000; in the second ses
sion an additional $150,000 was appro
priated of which $25,000 was unexpended 
as of January 1, 1951. 
. Mr. MARTIN of Massachusetts. This 

carries the amount, then, that was · ap
propriated during the first session of 
the last Congress. 

Mr. STANLEY. Yes, the first session 
of the Eighty-first Congress. 

Mr. MARTIN of Massachusetts. I 
may say to the gentleman from Virginia· 
that I am, of course, in favor of the con
tinuance of this committee. I think -it 
has done a splendid job, but I have been 
considerably worried, to tell the frank 
truth, by the fact that the committee has 

• not met since January 1. Many people 
believe that there was a little slow-down 
in the committee last year. I hope those 
beliefs are not well-founded. But I 
think when the committee is asking for 
money at this time that we ought to 
have an understanding as to whether the 
committee is going to do what it was set 
up to do, whether it is going to carry on 
this great work of exposing communism 
in the United States. 

Mr. WALTER. Mr. Speaker, will the 
gentleman yield? 

Mr. STANLEY. I yield to the gentle
man from Pennsylvania. 

Mr. WALTER. I may state that the 
clerks of the committee have not been 
paid since December, and the committee 
has not met for the reason that we have 
had no appropriation. The only staff 
we have are the people who are willing 
to serve in the belief that ultimately they 
will be compensated. · 

Mr. MARTIN of Massachusetts. 
Might I say to the gentleman from Penn
sylvania that the members of the com
mittee are all Members of Congress? 
They are paid to be here and they ought 
to have had a meeting before now. 

Mr. WALTER. I should like to remind 
the minority ,leader that the ranking 
Member on the Republican side has been 
ill, and out of deference to him we have 
been waiting for some information con
c'erning his attitude on certain things 
we intend to do. 

Mr. BROWN of Ohio. Mr. Speaker, 
will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. STANLEY. I yield to the gentle
man from Ohio. 

Mr. BROWN of Ohio. I would like to 
say to the gentleman from Pennsylvania 
it is true that the ranking member on 
the Republican side is ill, but the other 
three minority members are here and 
ready to go to work. 

Mr. RANKIN. Mr. Speaker, will the . 
gentleman yield? 

Mr. STANLEY. I yield to the gentle
man from Mississippi. 

Mr. RANKIN. Mr. Speaker, this com
mittee was never more important than 
it is today. Our danger from communism 
is at home. This country is permeated 
with them and they are going under
ground, many of them gettjng on the 

Federal payroll. I would like to see this 
committee get all the· money it needs 
and at the same time I would like to see 
them speed up some of these investiga
tions and expose the enemies within our 
gates. While our boys are being killed, 
or freezing to death in Korea, these Reds 
ought not to be permitted to undermine 
their country. For God's sake, let us pro
tect the country at home. 

Mr. STANLEY. In reply to the re
marks of the gentleman from Massa
chusetts, I would like to state that under 
Executive order dated March 1947. the 
President designated the Committee on 
Un-American Activities as a source of 
information to check in connection with 
loyalty investigations in the executive de
partments and also in other departments, 
and further to report on the activities of 
this committee. During 1950 representa
tives of the executive departments and 
other agencies, including Central Intelli
gence, the FBI, the Metropolitan Police, 
and the United States Secret Service, 
made over 3,600 visits to the office to in- · 
vestigate and see the files of the com
mittee. 

Mr. MARTIN of Massachusetts. What 
did that committee do after they made 
all of these visits? I do not mean the 
Un-American Activities Committee. I 
mean the President's committee. 

Mr. STANLEY. Will the gentleman 
restate his question? 

Mr. MARTIN of Massachusetts. The 
gentleman has been making a great point 
of the fact that the President's com
mittee visited the office of the Un
American Activities Committee. 

Mr. STANLEY. That was in reply to 
the gentleman's statement that there had 
been no activity. I was informing him 
there had been considerable activity 
since 1950. 

Mr. MARTIN of Massachusetts. I did 
not say that the committee was not 
active. 

Mr. STANLEY. The gentleman said 
there was a slow ... down. 

Mr. MARTIN of Massachusetts. There 
has been a slow-down of the work of 
the committee which we all regret, be
cause we take great pride in what the 
committee has accomplished in the past. 
We want it to go ahead and do a similar 
work in the future. I am not protesting 
this amount, I think it is very small, but 
I do hope that the committee will be 
stimulated a little to proceed with its 
work. 

Mr. STANLEY. I thank the gentle
man for his observation. 

Mr. BROWN of Ohio. I would like 
to make a comment and also propound 
a query. First of all, I think it is quite 
a tribute to the House Committee on 
Un-American Activities that the Presi
dent has seen · fit to issue an Executive 
order permitting the various intelligence 
agencies and other agencies of the Gov
ernment to turn to the files of the Un
America Activities Committee for infor
mation. This would indicate that the 
committee has in past years obtained a 
lot of important information on matters 
c~ loyalty; but it seems to me to be · 
rather a sad commentary that while the 
President of the United States has seen 
fit to turn to a congressional committee 
to obtain. information on questions of 

-loyalty somehow or other the Congress 
of the United States has been unable 
to obtain from the various agencies of 
the Government under the control of 
the Executive the information that it 
desires as to the question of loyalty of 
many employees. · 

I rose to ask the gentleman whether 
or not any of this amount of $200,000 
carried in the resolution can be used for 
the printing of testimony or reports? 

Mr. STANLEY. I will say to the gen
tleman that it cannot be. 

Mr. BROWN of Ohio. It cannot be 
used for the printing of hearings? 

Mr. STANLEY. In the breakdown of 
the proposal on expenditures there is 
nothing to that effect. ·It cannot be 
used for that purpose. 

Mr. BROWN of Ohio. I am interested, 
because there was considerable testi
mony given last year before this com
mittee as to communistic activities in 
Ohio, and it was seemingly impossible to 
get any printed or even typed copies of 
that testimony during the latter part of 
1950. I am wondering if there is any 
way that that testimony can be made 
available to the Members of Congress as 
well as to the people of Ohio who, being 
rather patriotic Americans, are very 
much interested in the communistic ac
tivities that have been going on in the 
'State of Ohio, and the persons who are 
responsible therefor. 

Mr. WALTER. Mr. Speaker, will the 
gentleman yield? 

Mr. STANLEY. I yield to the gen
tleman from Pennsylvania. 

Mr. WALTER. I am quite certain that 
the gentleman from Ohio, zealous as he 
always is in safeguarding the interests 
and right sof the American people, will 
agree that it would be a very dangerous 
thing to publish the testimony of a man · 
who was committed on several occasions 
to mental institutions, who was convicted 
of crimes and whose statements before 
the committee, statements under oath, 
were not true as checks made by the 
investigators of our committee will dis
close. There is no reason why any Mem
ber of Congress cannot see that testi
mony, but when they do examine it, I 
know that they will reach the conclusion 
that was reached by the members of the 
committee, that it was very dangerous, 
to say the least. · 

Mr. BROWN of Ohio. Might I r.eply 
to the gentleman by saying that, of 
course, each Member of Congress should 
have the opportunity to see the testi
mony and to judge for himself the cor
rectness of the statements that have 
been made. I certainly have the high
est respect for the gentleman from Penn
sylvania. However, I am not unmindful 
of the fact that the gentleman to whom 
he refers as being a witness before the 
committee was, for a great many years, 
a representative of and an undercover 
agent for the Federal Bureau of Investi
gation who somehow or other found him 
sufficiently capable and sufficiently hon
est to use him and to predicate upon his 
investigations many of the actions taken 
by the FBI, and whether he be complete
ly pure as the wind-driven snow or not, 
I believe that the great State of Ohio 
and the great newspapers of that State 
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that hehJed to reveal these ae'tivities 
have the right to know jit)st w!hat l5 what, 
and when ts when, and who is wbo, and 
t.o judge for themselves. I am rather 
of the opinion, with au dae respect, thait 
perhaps the people 1Jf the st.ate cf Ohio 
are as capable of passing on. the veracity 
and the hor:resty and the mental ea pa.city 
of this gentleman as the Miembers <Gf the 
committee er the :Members of Congress, 
and I hope that the records may be made 
available. 

Mr. WALTER. Just t.a keep the reoord 
stra1gh.t, the man to 'Wlhom. the gentle
man refers was .neiVer an .agent of the 
F'BL He was, to use the 'technical term 
that was applied to him by a .representa
tive oI that organization, an U!ilpaid 
stool pigeon. I hope that the gentle
man will distinguish that status from 
that of an agent ol the F.BL . 

The distinguished. mlnarlty leader has 
talked about the lack of actiwty o.n the 
pad of this (l()Dllllittee rluring 'tbe last 
Congress,, and 1n that regard at tbls 
point T .ask unarumollS consent to in
clude in my .remarks tbe .report mi the 
warlt done durmg the Seventy-ninth, 
Eightieth, and Eighty-first C.ongre.sses. 
lam ,sure that after the gentleman from 
Ohio .and the gentleman lrom Mass&
chusetts have examined that .rerord, 
tbey will reach the oonclusion ·that the 
committee dld rots more work durhlg the 
Eighty-first Congress than .at any time 
in the history of the committee. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to 
the request of the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania? 

There was no objection. 
liEA.RLNGS ANID .R.JllRoB.'.llS .RELE:ASD> .By TaE Cax

M!Tll'EE ON UN-AMERICAN Ac'l'Wil'lES F.ao.M 
194'5 To DXTE ~ 80THJ 81sir CoNGS.) 

SEVENXY-.NINll'H CONGRESS 

T:itlies and dates 
HearlJagls ~g omce @f Plrioe Admin

. ls:tration,, Ji.we .20, 21, 27, .19~. 
Heal'ings regarding Communist "P.arty. Sep

tember 26, 27, October 1'7-1'9, 1'911'5A 
'l\est:irmmiy of Gerald !L. K. Smtitb, January 

30, 1946. 
Hearings reganttm.g Jnmt Amti-Fa'Scist 

Refugee Committiee, April 4, l946. 
Testimo:my of LoW.S F. .Budenz. N.ovember 

'22, 1946. 
Repor.'ts 

No. 1829: Proceeding against.Dr. Edward K. 
.Barsky and others, March 28, 19~'6. 

No. !l.986: !Proceeding agai.c.st th-e .Joint 
Anti-'Fasd.st Riefug.ee Commit'liee, April 116, 
194ift 

No • .19'96: Sources of Financial Aid for Sub
versive and Un-American ET.opaganda, .May 
lO, 194:6. 

No. -: Citations by afftcial Federal Gov
ernment or State or municipal agencies re
garding the character of or,gani-zation named, 
May 29, 1'946. 

No . .2233: Report f(J)f the Committee on Un
..Amertean .Activities, June "1. 194.6. 

No. 2354: Prooeedings against Oo.rliss G. La
mont, June 12. 1946. 

No. 2707: Proceeding agai:nst George Mar
shall, July 31, 1946. 

No. 2708: "Proceed1ng against Ric.hard .Mor
ford, .July 31, 1946. 

No. 2742: Report of the Committee on Un
American Activities, January 2, 1941'. 

EIGHTIETH CONGRESS, FmST SESSION 

Hearings on Gerhart Eisler, February 6, 
1947. 
Hea~ings regarding Leon Josephoon and 

Samuel Liptzen, March 5, 21, 1947. 

H'eaitings r.egairdimg IL IR. 1884 mrd H. R. 
2122, bills to curb in:r cut!aw 1.he Commn:m
jst IP.airty of the Uniiled StUles., Mlilr.cih 24-28, 
1947. 

'lnestimmny of WJllllter S. 'Steele, July 21, 
1947. 

'IDesttimony of VJi.allmr A. KmvckeUo, 8uly 
22, 1947. 

liearimgs regarding Hanns Eisler, -Septem
ber 24-26, 1947. 

li!eaJrings regarc!li.ng 1t.ihe CommTJJllllist mfil
tration of the mation-pidt'llre in'Clustcy, 
October ~0-24., '27-30, 194"7. 

Beports 
No. 209: The CommU®li.Bt P.airtyas.a.Ia a.§el!lt 

Qf .a foreign pow.er, A,pr..iil 1, 1947. 
No. 271: American Y'<OUlli ror Democracy, 

April 17, 19417. 
No. 592: Southern Co'lll!er-enoo Jfor .iH112man 

Wettlare,, '8)l1llle 12, .ll.'iAlL 
No. 1115: Civil Rigi!rts Oongiress .as .a Com

mumist-ft\!mt origaniza11imD, September 2, 
1947. 

'E'fGHTTETH CONGRESS, SECOND SESSION 

Hea.r.tngs ian proposed ~islatiou o curb 
or control the Communist Party of ·the 
Umitelli Stares., Flebraacy '5. 0. '9-H • . HI. 20, l'948. 

Hearings regarding Cam.mwwist espilJlnage 
im the Um~, Stat.es GDremmemt, July 31, 
August 3-5, 7, 9-13, 16-18, 20, 2!-.:n 30, Se.p
it.ember 8. ~ • .1948. 

Hearings regarding Comnumist espimn:a,ge 
In tme Dnilt.ed staites Govermnent. part II, 
December 7-10, 14, 1948. 

'!R.epf!irt-s 

Report to the full commit:tee of .t'he Spe
c'ial Subcommittee 'On National Security of 
the Commit.tee on Un-American Activities, 
March 1'8, 194'8. 

Decision .a1' the United States Court of Ap
peals for the 'Dlstrict of Co1umbla ln Te 'Ed
ward Bar.s.Jc.11 et al., Appel'lams, v. United 
States of Ameriea, A"P_pellee (maJonty and 
dissenting opinions) , March "211, 194:'8. 

Report of 'the Subcommittee on Legislation 
.a1' the Committee on Un-American.AOOtvlt\-es 
on 'Proposed LegiBla"tian to Control 'Subver
sive Communist Activ1ties in title 'United 
~ates, A'Prll llO, 1'94'8. 

Report No. 1844:, to accompan'Y li. R. 585'2, 
Aprll '3'0, 1'948 . 

No. 1920: Report on the Communist Party 
· or the United States as an advocate of over

throw o.t the Government by force and vio
ienoe, May 11, il.948. 

Constitutionality or ll . R. '58'52, Eightieth 
Congress, second 'Session, June :3, 194'8. 

Int.erim report on hearings -regardin:g So
vl-et esplonage wi1ihin the 'United States Gov
ernment, August 28, ~ 9~. 

Excerpts from h-eal''lngs regarding lnvesti
gation of Communist activities in .connec
tion with tne atom 'bomb., 'Sep1rember 9, 14, 
16, 1948. t ' 

Rllpurt on Soviet espionage activities in 
connection with the atom bomb, September 
ZS, 1'948. 

Index H to publications of 'Special Com
mittee on Un-American Activities (Dies com
mittee), and the Committee on Un-American 
Activities 1942--47, Inclusive, October '21, 1'948. 

Citations by official Governmen.t agencles 
or organiZPtions and publlcations found to 
be Communist or Commun'ist fronts, Decell.l
ber 1•8, 194:8. 

Decision of the United Etates Circuit Court 
of Appeals for the Second Cll'cuit in re the 
United States · v. Leon Josephson, December 
19, 1947. 

Report of the Committee on 10'n-American 
Activities to the lJJnited States House of Rep
resentatives, Eightieth Congress, December 
3!1., 1948. 

Soviet Espionage Within the 'United 'States 
Government, second report, December 31, 
1948. 

One Hundred Things You Should Know 
About Communism 1n the· U. S. A. 

· One Hundr.eci "!r:tlingi> Y.ou Sl!l.o11ld X:m.ow 
.AlbIDut I.Communism JlJlll'd Reliigi<!lE.. 

One llu:m:ired 'i1hin-gs You Should ~-ow 
Abolllt CGmmUil!11ism18lild Ed.Teatimn. 

One Hummred Tb.i:rags You Sl!l.<JJulld Know 
Albou:t Col!J!llClUDJiSim r nd LBll!l<JJr. 

O:me lill.Uldr.eGi Tan.ings Y<Glll ShliJlilc! &now 
About Communism and Gmver.mnen;t (see 

vised ac11tion. .Derem'beor 1. ~ ~ . 
'EIGHTY-i"IRST 001.'Q'GRESS 

Documen.tary testimony of Gen.. Izyador 
Modelski, .former military attache .Qi .the 
Polish 'Embassy, Waslaington, D. C., Mar-01l 
..31 April l, .J.94£). 

Soviet Esplon~e .Activities in Con.n.ection 
Wit-la J'et Pr.oplil.si01a .and .Al.11craft~ .June .6, 
1.94£), 

Hearii.ngs ~egarcllng Ste~e Nelson, .June 8, 
ll949, 

Rearin,gs .r.egar-ding Tom~ . .Babin, May 2:7, 
July 6, 1'949. 

Testimony .of Paul Cr.ouch, May 6, li949. 
"Testimony of "Phllip O. Keeney .and Mary 

J'.ane Keeney .and· .statement regan11ng their 
bac:Jcgr.ound, .ll!ay .2i, .25~ J'une 9~ .19'!9. 

Hearings regal'dlng Comm~st in'.fi1tr.ation 
of r.adi.aJ:.io.n la.bor.atory .a.ru:l atomic b(j)mb 
project .at tlae U.niv.ersity of california, 
'Berkeley~ calif., volume I, .April 22,, 26~ .May 
.2li, .Jwae lV, 11;. 194'9. 

Re:artn,gs r.eg:arding C'la.rence ID.skey, ln
clw:iing t.estlmony of Paul CXouc'h, 1\4ay .24, 
J.91!9-

Rearings re.garding DD.mmumst i:nfiltr.ation 
of minority groups, part 1, JuJ.y 13, H, 18, 
1949. 

'Hearings regarding communist lnf?,ltr.ation 
of minority groups, part 2, July M, 19119. 

Hearings regarding Communist infiltration 
of laib«Dr-ullrl.<!>ns, ~ 1 i(llocal60!1., tlJERMWA, 
cm, Ptfttsblll~, P.a.~, A1'llgll4St 9-1!1., !194'9. 

Hieairings reg&rdlng c0mm'11ni£m i.n the Dis
mut <Of Odlumbia, part 1, .Jmme '28, 29, July 

' i.2, 28, 1<949. 
Hearings reg.ardinrg Ooorummist in.ifilftratiGn 

of radtaliom la.OOrafury And a.tom.le b<!>mb 
protlecit &'t itbe Un.iv.er.silty of Oaliiifmn'ta, 
Berkeley, Calif., volume II (identifieatiom of 
.scienitiist X~ , August 26, lDG; ..Juliy l, Sep
tember 10, 1'94B; A.ugtlilS't 14, Septem.ber 11.4, 
27, 1949. 

Hearings ~aroing O<ilmmuni£t tnffilJ. tration 
of labor unions, _part '2 '('Seeurit<y measures 
ftlatlng to <llffieia!ls o'f the l!JERMWA, CIO), 
December 5, 6, 1949. 

Testimony of James Sterling Murray 'and 
Edward 'Tiers 'll''!:anni~ ~regarding ClaTence 
Hiskey '8.nd Arthur Adams) , August 14, Oeta
ber '5, 1949. 

Hea;l'ings Tegarctlng shipment of atomic 
material to the Soviet Union during Wol'ld 
War II, December '5, '7, 1'949; January 23-25, 
26, 'Marc'.h 2, 3, 7, Ill.50. 

Ex.pose of the Communist "Party of west
ern Pennsylvania, based upon testimony of 
Matthew Cvetic {undercover .agent), Febru
acy 21-'23, 'Ma.rcb. 1.3, 14, 24, 1.9.50. 

Hearings regarding Communist activities 
in the '.llerritors (J)f 'Hawaii, _part 1, April 10-
12, 1950A 

Hearings regarding Communist .acti;vities 
in the Ter.riiliory of Hawaiii, part 2, April 13-
15, il:950~ . 

.iHe81nings rega;rdding cmmmunism in the 
United States G0:vernment, April 20, 21, 25, 
29, May 4->6, 1.950; Jwy so, August 7, 1948; 
.fune .a., a.~so. 

He.amin;gs regar<id.img Communist activities 
in the Territory of Hawaii. part 3 anti api
pml'd.ix and index, .Arprii 17-19, 1950A 

Hearings on legislation to outlaw certain 
-un-.Am.erklam and S'W.bversive .activities, March 
21-23, 28, 19&0. 

Exp>ose of the Communist Party· of western 
Pennsylvania, part 2, based upon t-estim0ny 
of Mal!ithew Cvetic (including a~pendix and 
index), March 24, 25, 195'0. 

'Ilesti.mony of Philip A. Bart (general man
ager of Freedom of the Press, pu.b1ishers of 
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the Daily Worker, official organ of the Com
munist Party) and Marcel Scherer (coordi
nator, New York Labor Conference for Peace 
and formerly district representative of dis
trict 4, UERMWA, CIO), June 21, 1950. 

Hearings regarding Communist activities 
in the Cincinnati, Ohio, area, part 1, July 12-
15, August 8, 1950. 

Hearings regarding Communist infiltration 
of minority groups, part 3 (testimony of 
Josh White), September 1, 1950. 

Hearings regarding communism in the 
United States Government, part 2, August 
28, 31, September 1, 15, 1950. 

Expose of the Communist Party of western 
Pennsylvania, part 3, based upon testimony 
of Matthew Cvetic and documents of Com
munist Party of western Pennsylvania, June 
22, September 28, October 13, 21, 1950. 

Hearings regarding communism in the Dis
trict of Columbia, part ?., December 6, 11-13, 
1950. 

Testimony of Edward G. Robinson, October 
27, December 21, 1950. 

American aspects of assassination of Leon 
Trotsky, July 26, August 30, October 18, 19, 
December 4, 1950. 

Hearings regarding Communist infiltration 
of radiation laboratory and atomic-bomb 
project at the University of California, Ber
keley, Calif., volume 3, December 20-22, 1950. 

Hearings regarding Communist infiltration 
of labor unions, part 3, August 29, 30, 1950. 

Hearings regarding Communist espionage, 
November 8, December 2, 1949, February 27, 
March l, 1950. 

Testimony of Hazel Scott Powell, Septem
ber 22, 1950. 

Reports 
Spotlight on Spies, released March 23, 1949. 
No. 1954: Review of the Scientific and Cul

tural Conference for World Peace, arranged 
by the National Council of the Arts, Sciences, 
and Professions and held in New York Ci~y. 
March 25-27, 1949; April 19, 1949. 

No. 1951: Report on the American Slav 
Congress and Associated Organizations, June 
26, 1949. 

No. 1952: Report on Atomic Espionage 
(Nelson-Weinberg and Hiskey-Adams cases), 
September 29, 1949. 

No. 1953: Report on the Congress of Amer
ican Women, October 23, 1949. 

No. 1950: Annual R-eport of the Committee 
on Un-American Activities for the Year 1949, 
March 15, 1950. 

Index III to Publications of the Committee 
on Un-American Activities, June 28, 1950. 

No. 2986: Report on Hawaii Civil L~berties 
Committee, a Communist Front, August 24, 
1950. 

No. 3123: Report on the National Lawyers 
Guild, Legal Bulwark of the Communist 
Party, September 21, 1950. 

Report on the Honolulu Record, October 1, 
1950. 

No. 3248: Report on the National Com
mittee To Defeat the Mundt Bill, a Commu
nist Lobby, December 7, 1950. 

No. 3249: Annual Report of the Committee 
on Un-American Activities for the Year 1950, 
January 2 , 1951. 

One Hundred Things Y:ou Should Know 
About Communism (revised) series; in the 
United States of America, and Religion, and 
Education, and Labor, and Government, and . 
Spotlight on Spies, December 1, 1950. 

Public Law 831: Eighty-first Congress, H. 
R. 9490, Internal Security Act of 1950, Sep
tember 22, 1950. 

No. 2980: Report to accompany H. R. 9490, 
August 22, 1950. 

No. 3112: Conference report to accompany 
H. R. 9490, September 19, 1950. 

No. 2847: Proceedings against Julius Erils
pak, August 10, 1950. 

No. 2848: Proceedings against Steve Nel
son, August 10, 1950. 

No. 2849 :· Proceedings against Philip Bart, 
August 10, 1950. 

No. 2855: Proceedings against James J. 
Matles, August 11, 1950. 

No. 2856: Proceedings against Thomas J. 
Fitzpatrick, August 11, 1950. 

No. 2857: Proceedings against Thomas 
Quinn, August 11, 1950. 

No. 2858: Proceedings against Frank Pan
zino, August 11, 1950. 

No. 2859: Proceedings against Ralph To
kunaga, August 11, 1950. 

No. 2860: Proceedings against Charles 
Fujimoto, August 11, 1950. 

No. 2861: Proceedings against Dwight 
James Freeman, August 11, 1950. 

No. 2862: Proceedings against Esther Bris
tow, August 11, 1950. 

No. 2863: Proceedings against Rachel 
Saiki, August 11, 1950. 

No. 2864: Proceedings against John Rein
. ecke, August 11, 1950. 

No. 2865: Proceedings against Ernest 
Arena, August 11, 1950. 

No. 2866: Proceedings against Koichi 
Imori, August 11, 1950. 

No. 2867: Proceedings against Denichi 
Kimoto, August 11, 1950. 

No. 2868: Proceedings against Pearl Free
man, August 11, 1950. 

No. 2869: Proceedings against Marshall 
McEuen, August 11, 1950. 

No. 2870: Proceedings against Ruth Ozaki, 
August 11, 1950. 

No. 2871: Proceedings against Stephen 
Murin, August 11, 1950. 

No. 2872: Proceedings against Jack Hall, 
August 11, 1950. · 

No. 2873: Proceedings against Frank Silva, 
August 11, 1950. 

No. 2874: Proceedings against Jack Ka
wano, August 11, 1950. 

No. 2875: Proceedings against John Akana, 
August 11, 1950. 

No. 2876: Proceedings against Yukio Abe, 
August 11, 1950. 

No. 2877: Proceedings against Yasuki Ara
kaki, August 11, 1950. 

No. 2878: Proceedings against Edward 
Hong, August 11, 1950. 

No. 2879: Proceedings against Kameo Ichi
muri, August 11, 1950. 

No. 2880: Proceedings against Douglas 
Inouye, August 11, 1950. 

No. 2881: Proceedings against Levi Kealoha, 
August 11, 1950. 

Nd. 2882: Proceedings against Adele Ken-
singer, August 11, 1950. · 

No. 2883: Proceedings against Benjamin 
Kaahawinui, August 11, 1950. 

No. 2884: Proceedings against Frank Kalua, 
August 11, 1950. 

No. 2885: Proceedings against Yoshi ta Ma
rumo, August 11, 1950. 

No. 2886: Proceedings against Robert Mura'!' 
saki, August 11, 1950. 

No. 2887: Proceedings against Robert Mc
Elra'Gh, August 11, 1950. 

No. 2888: Proceedings against Julian Na
puunoa, August 11, 1950. 

No. 2889: Proceedings against Tadashi 
(Castner) Ogawa, August 11, 1950. 

No. 2890: Proceedings against Hideo Oka
da, August 11, 1950. 

No. 2891: Proceedings against Wilfred Oka, 
August 11, 1950. 

No. 2892: Proceedings against Jeanette 
Nakama Rohrbough, August 11, 1950. 

No. 2893: Proceedings against Mitsuo Shi
mizu, August 11, 1950. 

No. 2894: Proceedings against Frank Taka
hashi, August . 11, 1950. 

No. 2895: Proceedings against Shigeo Take
moto, August 11, 1950. 

No. 2896: Proceedings against Ralph Voss
brink, August 11, 1950. 

No. 2897: Proceedings against Thomas Yagi, 
August 11, 1950. 

No. 2898: Proceedings against Giovanni 
Rossi Lomanitz, August 11, 1950. 

No. 2899: Proceedings against David Joseph 
Bohm, August 11, 195_0. 

No. 2900: Proceedings against Irving David 
Fox, August 11, 1950. 

No. 2901: Proceedings against Clarence His
key, August 11, 1950. 

No. 2902: Proceedings against Frank Hash
mall, August 11, 1950. 

No. 2903: Proceedings against Talmadge 
Raley, August 11, 1950. 

No. 2904: Proceedings against Esther Tice, 
August 11, 1950. 

No. 2905: Proceedings against Marcel 
Scherer, August 11, 1950. · 

No. 2906: Proceedings against Mrs. Louise 
Berman, August 11, 1950. 

No. 2907: Proceedings against Pasquale 
Leonard James Branca, August 11, 1950. 

Mr. BROWN of Ohio. May I say to the 
gentleman in conclusion, for I do not 
want to prolong this discussion, that, 
having been unable to see the record to 
which the gentleman referred, I am un
able to judge whether his statement is 
correct or whether the statements made 
by the Cincinnati Enquirer, the greatest 
Democratic paper in the Middle West, in 
which it exposed all of these activities, 
or attempted to, and made statements 
and wrote the complete story of the un
dercover agents, and quoted FBI agents, 
by the way, have been correct. If I could 
read all the testimony I might know. 

Mr. WALTER. If the gentleman will 
yield, the witness about whom the gen
tleman is talking first testified before the 
Committee on Un-American Activities 
during the Eightieth Congress. 

Mr. BROWN of Ohio. Let us look at 
the record; then we can j'Udge by that. 

Mr. WALTER. The then Republican
controlled Committee on Un-American 
Activities reached the same conclusion 
that the Committee on Un-American Ac
tivities reached in the Eighty-first Con
gress, and did not release the testimony 
of the witness that they felt was irre
sponsible. The then Republican-con
trolled Committee on Education and La
bor also heard this witness during the 
Eightieth Congress and they also did not 
release his testimony. 

Mr. BROWN of Ohio. Let us see the 
testimony. 

Mr. WALTER. I extend to the gentle
man from Ohio an invitation to go to the 
Committee on Un-American Activities at 
his leisure and examine the record. 

Mr. BROWN of Ohio. I appreciate the 
gentleman's cordial invitation. I hope 
the other members of the committee will 
join in that. I should like to see that 
record. I have been trying to see it for 
a good many months, and so have the 
people of Ohio. 

Mr. HAYS of Ohio. Mr. Speaker, will 
the gentleman yield? 

Mr. STANLEY. I yield. 
Mr. HAYS of Ohio. May I say to my 

distinguished colleague from Ohio that I 
assume we are talking about one Mat
thew Cvetic, who testified. Is that cor
rect? 'I'he gentleman was talking about 
the testimony of Mr. Cvetic? 

Mr. BROWN of Ohio. No; the gentle
man has one of the eastern Ohio men in 
mind. I do not believe the gentleman is 
a member of the Committee . on Un
American Activities. I was not inquiring 
about Mr. Cvetic, or whatever his name is. 

Mr. HAYS of Ohio. I want to point out 
to the gentleman that I tried to get some 
information from the Committee on Un-
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American Activities, as . apparently the 
gentleman did. 

Mr. BROWN of Ohio. He is from eas
tern Ohio, I think. 

Mr. HAYS of Ohio. No, he is from 
Pittsburgh. He is alleged to have named 
some people in eastern Ohio who were 
Communists. I was interested in finding 
out about it. Some of the members of 
that staff over there, who seemed to be 
perhaps in their own opinion more im
portant than Members of Congress, first 
decided that I could not see it. Later, 
perhaps after they screened me, they de
cided it would be safe to let me look at 
it, and I did get access to it. 

Mr. WALTER. The testimony of Mat
thew Cvetic, whose name was just men
tioned, has been printed and is a matter 
of public record, so all the gentleman 
from Ohio has to do is get a copy of his 
testimony. It is printed. 

Mr. HAYS of Ohio. I realize it is 
printed now, but at the time I wanted it 
it was not printed and it was not easy 
to get from some of the employees of the 
Committee on Un-American Activities. 

May I say further that it is no fault 
of the House Administration Committee 
that the Un-American Activities Com
mittee has not had their money before 
this, because, the minute a meeting was 
called of the subcommittee on Accounts, 
we went in there and heard the chair
man and the ranking majority member. 
They asked for $200,000, and the sub
committee unanimously voted to give it 
to them. 

Mr. BROWN of Ohio. I think the 
gentleman will agree we are both very 
much interested, as are all the people 
in Ohio, in seeing any Communist ac
tivities in our State exposed. 

Mr. HAYS of Ohio. That is true. 
Mr. BROWN of Ohio. All we are try

ing to do is get the information, so that 
we may proceed accordingly. Is that 
correct? 

Mr. HAYS of Ohio. That is correct. 
Mr. KEARNEY. Mr. Speaker, will the 

gentleman yield? 
Mr. STANLEY. I yield to the gentle

man from New York. 
Mr. KEARNEY. Will the gentleman 

tell me if this resolution, House Resolu
tion 42, brought up today is any dif
ferent in its language than the resolu
tion that was brought up a year ago? 

Mr. STANLEY.- There is no difference. 
Mr. KEARNEY. If that is so, I should 

.like to ask the distinguished gentleman 
from Virginia why it is that this resolu
tion then does not cover the expense of 
printing the testimony of the various 
witnesses. 

Mr. STANLEY. The resolution will be 
offered when the Committee on Un- 
American Activities desires to have its 
hearings published, or it can have cer
tain publications made under its own ap
propriations, that is already made. 

Mr. RANKIN. Mr. Speaker, will the 
gentleman yield? 

Mr. STANLEY. I yield. 
Mr. RANKIN. Of course I am de

lighted that there seems to be a revival 
of righteousness at the other end of the 
Avenue, so far as the Committee on 
Un-American Activities is concerned. I 
certainly hope they will now release the 

Condon letter which the FBI wrote a 
few years ago. 

I call your attention to the fact that 
on the front page of the paper this morn
ing there is carried the story of the con
viction of Remington. I tried to cross
examine Miss Bentley about Remington 
in the Eightieth Congress and I was de
nied that opportunity by the then chair
man of the committee. Miss Bentley 
had been a Communist and she knew 
them and had been associated with them. 
Every time one of these Communists has 
repented and turned state's evidence, 
they have been able to produce docu
ments. But we have never been able 
to get that letter which the FBI wrote 
about Condon. 

And then they put Anna Rosenberg 
at the head of the Department of Na
tional Defense, you might say. This man 
Desola was a Communist. He had 
turned state's evidence and he pointed to 
her and said, "She is the individual." 
They said she was the wrong Anna 
Rosenberg. 

But if you ever saw her or her picture, 
you would know that nobody could mis
take her for someone else. Besides, in 
the Dies Committee rePort she is men
tioned four times in appendix IX and 
she is called "Anna M. Rosenberg," in 
the reference appendix tl)ereto. Yet 
she has been placed in the most respon
sible position over the manpower of the 
Nation. This man Condon is still down 
there at the head of the Bureau of 
Standards, after all that information 
which the FBI dug up. Then that re
port was concealed and the Committee 
on Un-American Activities was denied 
access to it when the Committee on Un
American Activities was trying to expose 
the Communists within our gates. 

Mr. YATES. Mr. Speaker, will the 
gentleman yield? 

Mr. STANLEY. I yield. 
Mr. YATES. With reference to the 

charge against Anna Rosenberg, I would 
like to the say to the gentleman that a 
committee of another body has come out 
with a unanimous report on Mrs. Rosen
berg and confirmed her appointment 
unanimously. 

Mr. POTTER. Mr. Speaker, will the 
gentleman yield? 

Mr. STANLEY. I yield. 
Mr. POTTER. I am wondering if 

the members of the committee of the 
minority have been informed, if the 
funds become available today, which 
I assume they will be, when we will 
have a meeting to organize the com
mittee. 

Mr. STANLEY. It is the understand
ing that the committee is already or
ganized and has been organized from 
the beginning of this Congress. 

Mr. POTTER. If that is true, then 
they failed to notify the minority mem
bers. 

Mr. STANLEY. Of course the gentle
man would have to get that information 
from the committee itself. The Com
mittee on House Administration, of 
course, does not go into the question 
of the operation of the committee. 

Mr. POTTER. Would the gentleman 
from Virginia yield ·to the gentleman 
from Pennsylvania, so that the Mem-

bers will know and have some idea as 
to when the committee will meet to or
ganize? 

Mr. STANLEY. I shall be glad to 
yield to the gentleman from Pennsyl
vania for the purpose of having the 
gentleman from Michigan propound a 
question. 

Mr. POTTER. Does the gentleman 
from Pennsylvania have any idea now 
that the money, as I assume, will be 
made available, when the committee will 
have its first meeting to organize? 

Mr. WALTER. According to my in
formation, a meeting was scheduled yes
terday on the theory that by that time 
this mon,ey would have been appro
priated and we would know where we 
were. But the brother of Mr. Woon, 
chairman of the committee, died and 
was buried on yesterday, and for that 
reason the meeting was called off. 

Mr. POTTER. Will the gentleman 
yield further? 

Mr. STANLEY. I yield. 
Mr. POTTER. I hope the committee 

will not wait until the ranking minority 
mem~er gets back from the hospital, as 
was inferred from your statement, be
cause other members of the committee 
have been anxious to have the commit
tee organized. It is most embarrassing to 
pick up the paper day after day and find 
statements as to what the Committee on 
Un-American Activities is doing, and not 
be informed. So I hope the gentleman 
will convey that information to the 
chairman of the committee when he re
turns. 

Mr. MARTIN of Massachusetts. Mr. 
Speaker, wip the gentleman yield? 

Mr. STANLEY. I yield. 
Mr. MARTIN of Massachusetts. How 

did the committee agree to ask for this 
$200,000 appropriation if it never met? 

Mr. WALTER. The chairman of the 
committee was called to a meeting, I be
lieve last week--

Mr. STANLEY. A meeting of the Sub
committee on Accounts. 

Mr. WALTER. The Subcommittee on 
Accounts. On the morning of the meet
ing the gentleman from Georgia [Mr. 
Woon J called me and asked me if I 
would accompany him. He suggested 
that it would be proper to apply for the 
same amount that the committee had 
last year. This, despite the fact that 
added burdens have made it apparent 
that the money is not going to reach.-

Mr. MARTIN of Massachusetts. The 
only question I am bringing up is that 
the Armed Services Committee, for in
stance, met and voted that they wanted 
$50,000, and they went to the Committee 
on House Administration and asked for 
it. But apparently your committee has 
not asked for it. 

Mr. WALTER. I do not have any 
other information as to how the amount 
was arrived at. 

Mr. MARTIN of Massachusetts. Were 
any of the minority members of the com
mittee consulted about the amount at 
all? 

Mr. WALTER. They are whenever 
they are available. 

Mr. MARTIN of Massachusetts. What 
do you mean by "available"? They are 
here all the time. 
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Mr. WALT~. Of course, during the 

last session of the Congress, with the 
exception of one or two members on the 
minority, the other members did not 
attend. 

Mr. HOFFMAN of Michigan. Mr. 
Speaker, will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. STANLEY. I yield. 
Mr. HOFFMAN of Michigan. I do not 

know what the discussion is all about, 
but from past experience I realize· the 
committee is going to get all the money 
it asks for, and when it asks for it . . 
There is a great deal to what the gentle
man from Pennsylvania [Mr. WALTER] 
said. Let me illustrate it this way. A 
week or two ago I received a wire and 
also a letter from an individual who 
offered to come down here and shoot a 
high official in the executive depart
ment and to pay his own expenses. I 
turned it over to the FBI. Yesterday I 
received a registered letter, four pages 
all pasted together, and it indicated to 
me very clearly, if I am any judge at all, 
that that individual should be in some 
asylum. That is the way a great many 
of these things turn out. I can under
stand why the testimony of some wit
nesses should not be broadcast, blacken~ 
ing the name of some individual, as has 
happened in the past. But I am not 
asking for the printing of any testimony. 
·Time and again we do receive requests 
for reports of the committee. As an il
lustration, I have been asked for copies 
of that pamphlet put out by the com
mittee, One Hundred Things You Should 
Know About Communism. Then, I have 
·asked for these other pamphlets where 
the names of individuals are listed and 
their connections with subversive organ
izations. I understand the gentleman 
to say that this request for funds does 
not · include authority to print those re
ports-or does it? 

Mr. STANLEY. It does not. 
Mr. HOFFMAN of Michigan. Then, 

I hope that sometime the committee will 
come in and ask for the money to do 
that. I will have to v0te for that ap
propriation, to provide money sufficient 
to print these pamphlets that you have 
already put out at other times but the 

-supply of which has been exhausted. 
Mr. STANLEY. The gentleman un

.derstands the committee has authority 
to print its reports. 

Mr. LECOMPTE. Mr. Speaker, will 
the gentleman yield? 

Mr. STANLEY. I yield. 
Mr. LECOMPTE. Regardless of what 

·may be said, it is a fact that the resolu
tion now before the House was offered 
by the gentleman from Georgia [Mr. 
Woonl, chairman of the Committee on 
Un-American Activities, and it appears 
it was filed on January 3. As soon as 
the Subcommittee on Accounts had a 
chance to act on this resolution, the 
committee did act and approved the 
amount, $200,000. It is true also· that 
the House Committee on Administration 
immediately reported this out. The 
amount iS $200,000. It is considerably 
less than the committee has had in 
previous years. So far as the Committee 
on House Administration knows, the 
Committee on Un-American Activities 

plans to proceed with investigations 
forthwith. 

Mr. STANLEY. That is correct. 
Mr. LECOMPTE. The resolution ask

ing for money for the Armed Services 
Committee is authorized in a resolu
tion adopted by this House. 

Mr. KEARNEY: Mr. Speaker, will the 
gentleman yield? 

Mr. STANLEY. I yield briefly. 
Mr. KEARNEY. I might say to the 

gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. 
WALTER] that his statement is a little 
erroneous, because the three minority 
members of that committee were pres
ent every day but we were not consulted 
in the slightest. , 

The SPEAKER. The question is on 
the resolution. 

The resolution was agreed to. 
A motion to reconsider was laid on the 

table. 
COMMITTEE ON ARMED SERVIC.ES 

Mr. STANLEY. Mr. Speaker, by di
rection of the Committee .on House Ad
ministration, I offer a privileged resolu
tion (H. Res. 114) and ask for its 
·immediate consideration. 

The Clerk read the resolution, as 
follows: 

Resolved, That the expenses of conducting 
the studies and investigations authorized 
by House Resolution 38, Eighty-second Con
gress, incurred by the Committee on Armed 
Services, not to exceed $50,000, including ex
penditures for the employment of experts, 
special counsel, and clerical, stenographic, 
and other assistants, shall be paid out of the 
contingent fund of the House on vouchers 
authorized by such committee and signed by 
the chairman of the committee and approved 
by the Committee on House Administration. 

The resolution was agreed to. 
A motion to reconsider was laid on 

the table. 
COMMITTEE ON THE DISPOSITION OF 

EXECUTIVE PAPERS 

Mr. STANLEY. Mr. Speaker, by di
rection of the Committee on House Ad
ministration, I offer a privileged resolu
tion <H. Res. 127) and ask for its 
immediate consideration. 

The Clerk read the resolution, as 
follows: 

Resolved, That the Committee on the Dis
position of Executive Papers provided for by 
section 5 of Public Law 115, Seventy-eighth 
Congress, shall consist of two members o! 

' the Committee on House Administration to 
be appointed by the Speaker. 

Mr. NICHOLSON. Mr. Speaker, will 
the gentleman yield? 

Mr. STANLEY. I yield. 
Mr. NICHOLSON. May I ask the 

gentleman from Virginia if one of the 
reselutions we just passed would allow 
two new investigators as to contracts by 
the Army? 

Mr. STANLEY. It would allow the 
employment of two additional members 
of the clerical force. 

Mr. NICHOLSON. For the purpose 
of looking into contracts? 

Mr. STANLEY. No; they are to be 
members of the clerical force whose 
duties are to ·be assigned by the chair
man of the committee. 

The SPEAKER. The question is on 
the resolution. 

The resolution was agreed to. 

A motion to reconsider was laid on 
the table. 

THE WHITTEN RIDER 

Mr. WHITTEN. Mr. Speaker, I ask 
·unanimous consent to address the House 
for 1 minute and to revise and extend 
my remarks and include an article ap
pearing in the Daily News. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to 
the request of the gentleman from Mis
·sissippi? 

There was no objection. 
Mr. WHITTEN. Mr. Speaker, in the 

'last 2 weeks as a result of having been 
the author of the so-called Whitten 
rider~ which makes an effort to hold 
·down the total number of permanent 
personnel in the Federal · service to the 
·level existing i;n September 1950, . and 
which further makes an effort to make 
available to the defense agencies trained 
personnel from other civilian agencies 
which it is believed will have less to do 
and therefore have surplus personnel, I 
have received numerous calls and visits 
from permanent employees in the Fed
eral Gov.ernment who for patriotic 
reasons have supplied me with informa
tion with regard to how -many places in 
Government there are whole sections of 
employees with little to do. 

From these· reports which come from 
within the departments themselves, in
stead of .the department making it easy 
·for such employees to move to places 
where they will have · full time work, 
which tney want, these departments are 
busy trying to get themselves designated 
as defense agencies and are trying to 
find something to · do or some new pro
gram in which they can enlist the de
partment so as to keep these employees. 

In hearings before our subcommittee 
last year, the head of one of our larger 
agencies denied to me that he had folks 
who were not busy because, as he said, 
"I find them something to do." 

Unfortunately, too frequently that is 
the attitude-made work-to keep them 
busy, instead of releasing them to do 
work badly needed in the defense agen
cies. We must see ·to· ·it that the Civil 
Service Commission acts now and we 
must see to it that the old-line depart
ments cooperate. 

Mr. Speaker, there are literally thou
sands of patriotic workers who due to 
the change in the national situation 
realize that they are not fully needed nor 
busy within their own department, who 
are trained and experienced and would 
be glad to help the national defense 
agencies during the period of emergency 
if the department and the civil service 
would simply make it possible for them 
to secure a leave of absence during the 

·emergency with full right of reemploy
ment to their present job. 

Mr. Speaker, today every department 
in Government should be required to 
send out to each employee that it has in 
Washington and in many other offices, 
asking each employee whether he would 
be willing to take a leave of absence and 
serve in a national defense agency, if he 
were assured the right to return to his 
job at the end of the emergency. From 
the calls and visits I have had I am led 
to believe that thousands and thousands 
would gladly accept such a proposition. 
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The civil service then should be required 
to work out a full right to return to the 
job upon the department's giving such 
leave of absence. These names would be 
certified to tlie national defense agencies. 

Legislation should not be necessary to 
carry out these needed actions. All we 
need is for the Civil Service Commission 
and the departments to rise the authority 
they now have. The so-called Whitten 
rider would have been unnecessary if 
the Commission had been willing to take 
this action. The action recommended 
here is within the intent of that rider and 
if the Commission and the departments 
will cooperate additional .experienced 
personnel will be made available to the 
defense agencies, and additional millions 
of dollars will be saved. 

Such expert personnel could then help 
the Congress in its effort to hold in check 

· the defense agencies, many of which 
would mushroom far too fast at great 
expense. Already reports are coming in 
that one of the recently established 
agencies has brought in at $65 per day 
a large group of advisers, renting of ex-

'pensive hotel suites for conference rooms 
when there are hundreds of caucus rooms 
. to be had in Government buildings here 
in Washington, which could be used 
without expense, and thousands of just as 
capable people who would assist in an 
advisory capacity at far less cost, includ
ing perhaps those same people who are 
here a~ $65 per · day. The same re
ports come in concerning the setting up 
of other agencies. Perhaps they do not 
realize the total amount involved if all 

· did that, or perhr.ps they are looking at 
the figures of the national debt as an as
set. In setting up new agencies the best 
personnel people in the regular depart
ments should be borrowed for such pur
poses. 

I have introduced H. R. 110, which 
. would provide a special committee to in
vestigate the use of facilities and man-

_ power. Such a committee with an ade
quate staff could save millions. I offer 
as proof the facts set forth in my spee.ch 
in the House of Representatives on Jan
uary 29, 1951. 

The position I take is not altogether 
popular with the Civil Service Commis
sion, but it heartens me to know there 
are thousands and thousands of Fed
eral employees who are on our side in 
thi.S effort. We must hold down at the 
beginning, at the setting up. We on the· 
Appropriations Committee, with the ap-

. proval of the Congress, will do our best 
to hold down and to cut appropriations 
where it can be done without injury, but 
after the money is spent or the commit
ment made, it is too late for the Appro
priations Committee to do much about it. 
It avails us nothing to close the stable 
door after the horse is gone. 

Under unanimous consent to extend 
my remarks, I include an article from 
the Washington Daily News of February 
2, 1951, by Mr. John Cramer, which 
clearly shows the fallacies of the so-

. called recent answer of the Civil Service 
Commission to a speech, mentioned a 

moment ago, which I made on January 
29, 1951, and which appears in the CON
GRESSIONAL RECORD of that date: 

9 TO 4:30 
WHl'ITEN GETS "REPLY" 

(By John Cramer) 
Your United States Civil Service Commis

sion has come out with what purports to 
be a reply to Representative JAMIE L. WHIT

TEN, Democrat, :.fississippi. 
Representative WmTrEN is the author of 

the so-called Whitten rider of last late sum
mer, which put most Government personnel 
actions on a temporary basis. 

In a House speech this week, he roundly 
lambasted the Commission for dragging its 
feet and generally messing up the handling 
of Government manpower problems since 
the start of the Korean crisis. 

If Mr. WHIT'lliEN has any slightest doubt 
about the accuracy of his charges, the Com
mission's "reply" should set his doubt at 
rest. 

The Commission statement makes certain 
valid points against the Whitten rider. For 
example: The fact that the rider discourages 
former United States employees from reenter
ing Federal service, because it permits only 
temporary appointments for them-and 
sharply restricts their grade~ and pay. 

Facts and syntax 
Having done this, the Commission then 

proceeds to some remarkable twisting of 
facts and, also, syntax. 

First. It complains that the "Whitten rider 
has impeded the movement of Government 
workers to defense agencies. * * "' Spe
cifically, by requiring that all transfers be 
temporary, many permanent employees have 
hesitated to give up their permanent posi
tions in nondefense agencies to accept tem
porary jobs in defense agencies, even with 
i·eemployment rights. 

That's what the Commission says . . The 
facts are: 

That l'.'ederal employee transfers during 
World War II were exclusively on a temporary 
basis-and this most definitely did not im
pede the free movement of workers to defense 
agencies. 

Not the rider 
That the thing which is impeding such 

transfers now is not the Whitten rider, but, 
instead, the Commission's own severe re
strictions on reemployment rights for em
ployees who do transfer. Under its rules, 
the employee transferring to a ·defense agency 
can be given reemployment rights only if he 
goes to a job which the Commission has 
listed as critical. 

This list is a very narrow one-and here 
is proof: The Army, Navy, and Air Force have 
several thousand job vacancies here and are 
finding increa.sing difficulty in filling them. 
But most of the t"acancies can't be filled by 
transfers from other agencies, for the simple 
reason that the Civil Service hasn't yet seen 
fit to put the particular job -involved on its 
critical list. 

_ That the Commission's transfer program 
not only impedes free transfers to defense 
agencies but in fact was designed mainly to 
make it easier for nondefense agencies to 
convert back to normal operations after the 
war. The Commission itself let this par
ticular cat out of the bag when it announced 
its transfer program in November. It spoke 
then of the desirability of avoiding chaos in 
the nondefense agencies after the emergency. 

Second twisting 
Now here is the second way in which the 

Commission twisted the facts in its reply 
to Representative WHITTEN. The Commis
sion's statement said: 

''The Commission, long before the outbreak 
of hostilities in Korea, studied the possible 
needs of the senice in the eventuality of a 

greater emergency developing. It had worked 
out detailed plans to be put into effect when 
the situation required it." 

No authority 
The Commission further said that it had 

noted Mr. WHITTEN's comment that the Com
mission waited months to announce a policy 
on reemployment rights. The fact is that 
until Executive Order 10180 was signed the 
Commission had no authority to require an 
agency head to grant such rights. The Exec
utive order was published in the Federal Reg
ister on November 15. The Commission's 
new regulation establishing a system of re
employment rights was published in the Reg
ister on the same day. 

From this you might gather that the Com
mission had its plans all ready for the press
ing of the push button. You might be led 
to believe that the Commission had no re
sponsibility whatever for its long delay in 
setting up a reemployment system. You 
might, quite reasonably, get the idea that 
.the Commission wa.s trying to put the blame 
on the White House. 

Neglected facts 
The Commission, however, neglected to 

mention these facts: 
That the Commission is expected, in the 

ordinary course of things, to initiate Execu
tive orders such as the one on reemployment 
rights. 

That the Com.mission is expected to carry 
the big share of the load in preparing such 
orders. 

That its failure to do these things promptly 
and vigorously was, as this reporter has con
firmed, a major reason for the delay in issu
ing the reemployment rights Executive order. 

All this presumably is known to the otfi
cials responsible for the Commission's reply 
to Mr. WHITrEN. It is mentioned here for 
the benefit of Mr. WHITTEN and others who 
possibly might be misled by the Commis

.sion's fact twisting. 
And you are welcome to the conclusion 

that the Commission was not completely
well, let's say-forthright in its statement. 

ROLL-3ACK OF PRICES 

Mr. MANSFIBLD. Mr. Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent to address the House 
for 1 minute and to revise and extend my 
remarks and include various articles, 
statements, editorials, and . newspaper 
material. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. 
PRlEsT). Is there objection to the re
quest of the gentleman from Montana? 

There was no objection. 
Mr. MANSFIELD. Mr. Speaker, I am 

today introducing H. R. 2515, a bill to 
roll priCes and wages back to June 25, 
1950, and to impose a 100 percent tax 
on excess profits above the normal 
peacetime profit of the year 1949. 

I have watched with dismay and an
ger the unwarranted increase in the cost 
of living. I have taken the floor of this 
House on a number of occasions to re-· 
quest and to demand that something be 
done to curb the dangers which the num
ber one domestic problem of inflation 
presents. · 

I have attacked the January 26, 1951, 
order freezing prices and wages at the 
·highest levels and ignoring profits be
. cause it is an order which will not con-
trol inflation. 

Just yesterday, according to the Wash
ington Post of February 8, 1951, Eco
nomic Stabilizer Eric Johnston told a 
press conference that a further rise in 
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the cost of living for a few months is in
evitable. He further stated that by mid
summer price levels could be held rela
tively stable on a plateau for a consid
erable period, perhaps until the end of 
the year. The implication is that even 
into 1952 price rises will continue and 
that we can look forward to increasing 
inflation and all its accompanying evils. 

Since June. 25, 1950, prices in general 
have advanced in excess of 6 percent to 
an all-time high, corporation profits 
after taxes have increased by 21.8 per
cent, and food prices have advanced on 
the average of 2 percent a month. Some 
organized workers have received in
creases in wages but take-home pay has 
not been increased, but rather decreased, 
due to high costs and increased taxa
tion. The unorgani~ed workers, the pen
sioners, those living on annuities, people 
working for State, municipal, and coun
ty governments-the so-called white
collar class-have received no relief 
whatsoever and are slowly being ground 
down. 

If a roll-back is not soon ordered we 
cannot escape more inflation which in 
turn will be accompanied by more 
strikes. 

We should be ashamed of the so-called 
stabilization policy we have foisted on 
the people of this country. We should 
be ashamed of the way we are deliber
ately allowing the dollar to lose its value. 

We should be a ware of the fact, now, 
that if this mad economic situation con
tinues, we are all going to lose, If that 
happens, it will be good news to the men 
in the Politburo. 

We have wasted 7% months in futile 
talk and useless orders. The cost of liv
ing is now 81 percent above prewar lev
els. We have taken half-way, timid 
steps when direct and courageous action 
is needed. The only place where that 
action can and should be taken is in the 
Congress of the United States and the 
people are looking to us for action and 
leadership. 

Mr. Speaker, it is my sincere hope that 
action will be taken on my bill as soon 
as possible so that the No. 1 domestic 
problems of inflation can be met and 
defeated. 

Mr. Speaker, I am inserting at this 
point in my remarks a speech I made on 
price control on January 19, 1951, a copy 
of a statement I made on January 27, 
1951, after the price-wage freeze was 

. announced by the ESA, two articles by 
John Suchy carried in the Missoula Mir
ror, a laboratory newspaper of the senior 
seminar class of the School of Journal
ism at Montana State University, Mis
soula, Mont., and dated January 24 and 
31, 1951, and an article in the Washing
ton Post of February 8, 1951: 
[From the CONGRESSIONAL RECORD of January 

19, 1951) 
PRICE CONTROL 

Mr. MANSFIELD. Mr. Speaker, the present 
inflationary picture is a sorry one indeed. 
The efforts of · the Economic Stabilization 

. Administration to handle and to cope with 
inflation and price gouging have been very 
weak and ineffectual. It .has been in opera-

tion 3 months-3 months marked by timid
ity, confusion, muddled words, and frenzied 
inaction. ,, 

Run-away prices have been a national 
scandal since June 25, 1950. At that time, 
I advocated a wage and price freeze across 
the board, but was unable to get any action. 
The Congress, the administration, and the 
officials selected to supervise the Defense 
Production Act of 1950 have all fallen down 
on the job to control inflation. 

ML.J Di Salle, Price Director, was reported 
last week to have been ready to impose a-
30-day, price-wage freeze, but Mr. Alan Val
entine, Director of Economic Stabilization 
Administration, said, "We have come to the 
conclusion that we do not plan any present 
across-the-board freeze of prices." What 
does he mean and who is he trying to help
er to shield? Certainly not the people of 
this country who are being harassed by the 
constant increases in everything they have 
to buy. 

Mr. Speaker, the ineptitude of the ESA ls 
such that it should either be abandoned or 
a new and strong group of officials named 
to administer the program. How are you 
going to collect taxes if this inflationary 
spiral keeps up, and how are you going to 
impose new taxes if inflation continues? 
. This is no time . for voluntary price con
trols or vague t'alk. I urge, Mr. Speaker, that 
an over-all price-profit-wage control be im
posed before another week of profiteering 
passes by. The people are demanding action 
and have been since June 25, 1950. The 
price scandal means cruel and inhuman 
punishment for thousands of our citizens and 
imperils our defense effort. The period of 
inaction in the price-control field has cre
ated confusion, bitterness, and frustration. 

Big business can-and has-increased 
prices; organized labor can-and will-de
mand wage increases; the farmer is pro
tected by support prices, but the great 
middle group--people living on servicemen's 
allowances, unorganized white-collar work
ers, school teachers, State, county, and mu
nicipal employees, older persons living on 
pensions and annuities-all are having trou
ble making their savings stretch and ward
ing of! inflation. Furthermore, redemption 
of E bonds for the past 9 .months have ex
ceeded sales, which indicates that people are 
being forced to spend beyond their incomes 
and that inflation is our No. 1 and most 
serious domestic problem. · 

The times call for equality of sacrifice in 
the payment of taxes, the granting by Con
gress to the Department of Agriculture the 
right to sell stored commodities to force 
down prices, and the imposition of direct 
controls and price ceilings to keep down 
prices to stop inflation. 

We need: 
First. A real exces~-profits tax of 100 per

cent above normal peacetime profits-aver
age profits run 51 percent over last year, and 
some corporations' profits as high as 286 
percent. 

Second. Elimination of existing tax loop
holes so that our economy can be placed on 
a pay-as-you-go basis. 

Third. A roll-back on prices to halt 
inflation. 

Fourth. Legislation to end commodity
market speculative profiteering. 

Fifth. A halt to nonessential Government 
expenditures. 

The picture of inflation is a very dangerous 
one. The need for drastic action is now, arid 
I urge that we enact legislation to roll back 
prices to October 1, 1950, although I would 
personally prefer to have the date set at June 
25, 1950. The people want action, and they 
are looking to this Congress for leadership 
and results in the fight against inflation~ 

STATEMENT OF CONGRESSMAN MIKE MANSFIELD, 
DEMOCRAT, OF MONTANA, JANUARY 27, 1951 
I am disturbed, disheartened, and angry 

over the price-wage freeze just announced by 
the Economic Stabilization Agency. 

It is an act of timidity when the times qall 
for decisions of courage and strength. It 
means in effect that high prices will remain 
at their highest level and beyond that will go 
still higher in the weeks and months ahead 
due to the loopholes in the order. I have 
consistently maintained that there should 
have been an "across-the-board freeze since 
June 27, 1950" and have on several o<rcasions 
~aken the floor to make my position known. 
The people of the country have taken a deep 
slash in their take-home pay which this 
price-wage freeze order helps to accentuate. 

This phony freeze is of no benefit to many 
portions of our people because, while a few 
will make tremendous profits as a result of 
high prices, the great majority will continue 
to suffer increased losses. I do not see how 
it will be possible to ask the people to pay 
more in the way of taxes if we allow this 
order to stand and allow inflation to con
tinue unchecked. 

The real solution to the problem would 
have been for a roll-back to June 25, 1950, of 
a wage-price profit freeze across the board. 
However, . in view of the difficulty and the 
immediate danger, the next best step would 
be to issue an order to put into operation a 
roll-back of prices-wages to October 1, 1950. 
The people want action and I am quite cer
tain that they are disgusted with the leader
ship and administration of the ESA on the 
acro~s-the-board freeze of yesterday." 

[From the Missoula (Mont.) Mirror of 
January 24, 1951] 

FOOD COSTS DOUBLE IN 12 YEARS 
(By John Suchy ) 

Price ceilings are expected sometime this 
week. · 

Why they are· expected is no mystery to 
most Missoulians. According to the Bureau 
of Labor Statistics, foods cost more than 
twice as much now in the United States as 
they did in 1939; the entire cost of living 
is almost double that of prewar years. 

Figures for September 1950, place retail 
national food prices 2.08 times those of a 
1935-1939 base period. The entire cost of 
living is 1.74 times the living cost of that 
period. These figures show only part of the 
facts. More recent wholesale price informa
tion shows even greater price increases for 
late 1950 and early 1951. 

To confirm this data, a survey of Missoula 
merchants indicates that local prices are 
conforming to the national trend. Usual 
prices quoted in newspaper advertisments 
of January 1939, January 1945, September 
1950, and January 1951, served as a basis for 
this survey. 

Accurate price comparisons for each item 
could be best compiled for certain food prod
ucts which enter into the Government's re
tail food index. Only these are quoted in 
this first report. 

This survey revealed that Missoula food 
prices are apparently slightly lower than the 
national average. However, these prices 
have increased a somewhat greater relative 
amount since 1939 than have national food 
price averages. In other words, food prices 
in Missoula seem to be catching up with 
those elsewhere. 

In 1939 Missoulians could buy round steak 
for 18 cents a pound. Now it costs 98 cents, 
5.44 times as much as before. This means 
that it has a price index of 544 against an 
index of 100 for a 1939 base period. The 
national retail price index for round steak 
is only about 300. However, Missoula's meat 
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prices are probably no higher than meat 
prices elsewhere. 

Local prices and indexes for several essen
Clal food products are ~abulated here: 

January price Current 
lo::-al 
price 

19~9 1951 index 
--------------1·--------
Wheat flour (5 pounds) _________ $0. 15 
Corn flakes (13 ounces)_________ .095 
Corn meal (pound)_____________ . 028 
White bread (pound)___________ .10 
Plain boxed cookies (pound)____ .125 
Beef rib roast (pound)__________ .18 
Pork chops (pound)________ __ __ .19 
Sliced bacon (pound)___________ • 25 
Whole ham (pound)____________ • 25 
Salt pork (pound)______________ .15 
Pink salmon (pound can)_______ .131 
Butter (pound quarters)________ • 32 
Mild cheese (pound)____________ • 25 
Evaporated milk (tall can)_____ • 065 
Eggs (large, dozen)_------------ • 27 
Fresh carrots (bunch)__________ • 04 
Dry onions (pound) ____________ . • 025 
Fresh cabbage (pound)_________ • 07 
U.S.No.lpotatoes(l5pounds)_ .18 
Sweet potatoes (pound)________ .06 
Canned peaches (No. 2H!). _____ • 21 
Canned pineapple (No. 2!&) ____ ,22 
Canned corn (No. 2) ___________ ._ .125 
Canned tomatoes (No. 2)_______ • 09 
Canned peas (No. 303)__________ , 113 
Dried prunes (pound).__________ .069 
Dried navy beans (pound)_____ • 06 
Coffee (pound tin)______________ • 22 
Lard. __ ------------------------ .125 
Processed vegetable shortening 

(pound) _ _c___________________ .183 
Oleomargarine (pound) _____ . ___ • 22 
Sugar (5 pounds)--------------- • 29 

$0. 50 
. 21 
.10 
• 22 
.35 
·.69 
. 64 
• 54 
• 65 
• 39 
. 62 
.88 
.49 
.148 
• 63 
.115 
.044 
. 08 
.495' 
.125 
.29 
.37 
.17 
• 19 
.145 
• 315 
, 125 
.89 
• 245 

.36 

.38 

.525 

333. 3 
221. 5 
357.1 
220.0 
280.0 
327.8 
336. 8 
216. 0 
260.0 
260.0 
336. 7 
275.0 
196. 0 
227. -7 
233. 3 
287. 5 
176. 0 
114. 3 
275. 0 
208. 3 
138.1 
168. 2 
135. 5 
211.1 
128. 3 
456. 5 
208.3 
404. 5 
195. 2 

196. 7 
172. 7 
181..0 

In this limited survey fluctuations in qual
ity could not be accurately gaged. An at
tempt is made to find average large-retailer 
prices for each item. Following is a com
parison of local and national price indexes 
as of September 1950, for selected food items: 

Food item Local National 
index index 

Wbeat flour _______________________ _ 
Corn meaL ______________________ _ 
Pork chops _______________________ _ 
Sliced bacon ______________________ _ 
Whole ham ______________________ _ 
Salt pork _________________________ _ 
Mild cheese ______________________ _ 

Dried onio!ls. --------------------
Potatoes (No.1)------------------
Canned peaches __________________ _ 
Canned corn _____________________ _ 
Dried prunes _____________________ _ 

~~!~~~t~eiefatie siioiteliilii =: = = 
Oleomargarine ____ ----------- -- ---
Sugar_----~-----------------------

306. 7 
271. 4 
310. 5 
212.0 
212. 0 
233. 3 
168. 0 
152. 0 

1316. 7 
138.1 

1152. 0 
333. 0 
368. 2 
169. 4 
159.1 
170. 0 

1 Indicates new crop not in by September 1950. 

192.8 
203. 3 
262.1 
184. 5 
233.9 
181. 7 
227. 7 
148. 7 
179. 9 
158. 4 
141. 6 
242. 6 
336.1 
167. 7 
173.8 
188. 4 

A partial nicture of local price increases 
may be obtained by comparing the local 
price indexes for September 1950 with those 
of January 1951. A more complete picture 
may be gained by comparing the prices them
selves over several periods of observation. 
The following table does just that for selected 
food items: 

Janu- Janu- Sep- Janu-tern-ary ary ber ary 
1939 1945 1950 1951 

------
Wheat flour (5 pounds) __ $0.15 $0. 24 $0.46 $0. 50 . 
Corn meal (pound) ______ .28 • 70 • 76 .10 
Pork chops (pound) _____ .19 .33 .59 .64 
Evaporated milk (tall 

.065 .10 .148 • 148 can) ___ ----------------
Eggs (large, dozen) ______ • 27 .40 .67 .63 
No. 1 potatoes (15 

.18 ,69 • 57 .495 pounds). ____ ----------
Canned corn (No. 2) _____ .125 .14 .19 • 17 
Dried prunes (pound) ___ .069 .122 .23 .315 
Coffee (pound tin) _______ .22 • 31 .81 ,89 
Oleomargarine <3ound) __ .22 .27 • 35 .38 . 
Sugar (5 pounds -------- ,29 .33 .493 .525 

fFrom the Missoula (Mont.) Mirror of 
January 31, 1951) 

MISSOULA PRICE INDEX CLIMBS 

(By John Suchy) 
What does it cost to live? 
Since the Korean war started, the Bureau 

of Labor Statistics consumers' national price 
index has been going up about 1 percent a 
month. On October 15, it stood at 174.8. 
Last Thursday, when the Government started 
price controls, it was probably much higher. 

Over the divide from Missoula, in Butte, 
food prices were 214.5 percent higher in Oc
tober than they were over a 1935-39 base 
period. An it < m-by-item survey of Missoula 
food prices was reported in last weel{'s Mir
ror . 

Th:s is a comparison between late January 
1939 and now of prices of some items other 
than foods that enter into Missoula's cost
of-living pattern. The Bureau of Labor Sta
tistics compiles no !lational itemized survey 
for each of these items, so 1'0 comparison is 
listed between Missoula and the Nation as a 
w:':lole. Differences in quality make it im
possible to compare some items. 

In January 1939 Missoula and the Nation 
were worrying ab~ut the war in Spain, "Hap" 
Arnold was calling for · a $3'.J0,000,000 Air 
Force expani;;ion program, and the Milwaukee 
railrcad was ·charging $2.6'.l for a ski-train 
round trip to Ronald, Idaho. 

A de luxe model Hudson coupe cost $745, 
delivered at Detroit. Three-year-old 90'
proof whisky was advertised at 90 cents a 
pint. Low-grade hamburger sold at 10 cents 
a pound. 

In 1S33 Missoula's one first-run movie 
theater charged a 40-cent top price, 30 cents 
in the afternoons. Now the two first-run 
theaters charge 70-cent top prices. Maxi
mum admission. price for the three other 
theaters was 25 cents. Now it's 65 cents and 
60 cents. Children's admissions are now 20 
cents, twice what they were in 1939. 

Dry goods prices provide a good standard 
for comparison, since these products of th'e 
same brand na;me differ little in quality over 
the years. Here are some of them from the 
same large independent retail department 
stores-prices of the same brands are com
pared in all cases: 

January prices 

1939 l 1951 

Brand Brand Brand Brand 
A B A B ____________ , ___ --------

Sheets, percale: 
81 by 99 inches ______ _ 
81 by 108 inches _____ _ 

$1. 39 $1. 29 (2) (2) 
1. 49 1. 35 $4. 00 $3. 75 

72 by 108 inches _____ _ 1. 39 1. 29 3. 75 3. 75 
Towels, terry cloth: 

24 by 48 inches ______ _ $0. 49 f.,1. 50 
20 by 40 inches ______ ,_ • 23 .85 
16 by 28 inches ______ _ .19 ,50 

Heavy wash cloths ______ _ .075 ,25 

1 These prices were t aken from a January white sale 
advertisement and are from10to2,'ipercent below normal 
prices for the time. This store bad no January white 
sale on these items in 1951. 

2 Not available. 

In January 1939 another independent de
partment store in Missoula . advertised na
tionally known towels for 5, 9, 13, 18, and 21 
cents. These were not manufacturers' sec
onds. A retail chain store advertised 81 by 
99-inch muslin sheets wash 234 times, by 
test, at 69 cents each . 

The same chain store advertised women's 
cotton print dresses at 44 cents each. An
other chain store listed them at 49 cents . 
They were common in all stores which sold 
women's clothes at prices starting no higher 
than 98 cents. Today's lowest mail-order 

.price for cotton print dresses is $2.29. 

Listed below are some more January 1939 
and January 1951 Missoula prices for com
parable items: 

In the following, the January 1939 price 
is given first, January 1951 price, second: 

Nationally advertised tires (6:00 x 16): best 
quality, $15.70, $20.10 (plus $1.12 tax); good 
quality, $11.80, $14.60 (plus $1.12 tax). Steel 
cabinet sinks (no fittings), $32, $70. Chain 
store men's work shoes (cheapest), $1.74, 
$4.98. Chain store women's shoes (cheap
est), $1.77, $4.79. Chain store men's suits 
(cheapest), $17.77, $36. Chain store sanfor
ized shirts (cheapest), 98 cents, $2.17. Chain 
store percale print fabrics, 9 cents yard (32 
inches), 35 cents yard (35 inches). Furni
ture (good quality, sale prices) : four-piece 
bedroom suite, $109, $185; mohair living
room suite, $122.50, $229.50; walnut dining
room suite, $69.50, $130; studio couch, $29, 
$60; 9- by 12-foot rugs, $29 to $90, $69.50 to 
$175 . 

About the lowest increas·e in prices be
tween 19'.!:9 and 1951 was in the per line rate 
for classified advertising in the local daily 
newspaper. In 1939 it was 14 cents; now 
it's 15 cents. The same paper used to cost 
20 cents a week, delivered by carrier in Mis
soula. Now it's 3S cents per we€k . 

[From the Washington (D. C.) Post of Feb
ruary 8, 1951] 

JOHNSTON SEES NEW PRICE RISES, LEVELING 
OFF BY MIDSUMMER 

Economic Stabilizer Eric Johnston told an 
impromptu press conference ye£terday that 
a further rise in the cost of living for a few 
months is inevitable. 

He added, however, that by midsummer 
the price levels could be held relatively steady 
on a plateau for a considerable period, per
haps until the end of the year. 

Johnston's forecaE:t of a steady upward 
movement in prices accords with a view pre
viously expressed by Price Stabilizer Michael 
V. Di Salle. He has pointed out that the 
powerful momentum of past increases, like 
a car going at 60 miles an hour, cannot be 
braked down instantly. 

Furthermore, under the present price
control law, ceilings cannot be placed on 
most farm products, because their prices are 
below the parity levels. Yesterday, a spokes
man for Mobilization Director Charles E. Wil
son confirmed reports that Wilson is also se~ 
riously concerned over this aspect of the 
problem. 

Wilson had been reported as favoring some 
vigorous action to plug this enormous escape 
hole in the price freeze. Yesterday he con
ferred with Secretary of Agriculture Bran
nan and discussed the subject, but in general 
terms. 

Associates of Di Salle have represented the 
price chief as being loath to get bogged down 
in a pol.itical battle to obtain a change in 
the law. He was said to be virtually resigned 
to an attempt to hold prices at parity, when 
they get there, rather than tackling the farm 
bloc which opposes amendments that would 
let farm prices be !rozen at lower levels. 

Obviously, however, Di Salle would be de
lighted if Wilson wants to participate in a 
joint fight for a change in the law. 

In his news conference, Johnston said 
that how long the summer level of prices 
can be held will depend on whether the 
budget is balanced, production is increased, 
and credit controls are tightened. 

Johnston said prices can and will be rolled 
back on some major products, but that he 
doubted whether ·vhose reductions would off
set increases in other parts of the economy. 

The Economic Stabilizer's mention of cred
it controls was taken by some observers as a 
reference to the problem of stopping the 
enormous expansion of lending by commer
cial banks since the outbi·eak of the Korean 
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War. How this is to be done is presently 
the subject of vigorous dispute between the 
Federal Reserve Board and the Treasury. 

The FRB proposes somewhat higher inter
est rates on Federal securities. It feels the 
concurrent drop in the prices of those issues 
would deter many banks from selling them 
whenever they need reserves in order to make 
loans. 

From t estimony 2 weeks ago before a con
gressional committee, it would appear that 
Johnston sides with the FRB. There are 
other indications that the FRB position is 
supported also in other high places in Wil
son's Office of Defense Mobilization. 

WHY EENT CONTROL · SHOULD BE 
EXTENDED 

Mr. FINE. Mr. Speaker, I ask unan
imous consent to address the House for 
1 minute and to revise and extend my 
remarks and include extraenous mate
rial. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there 
objection to the re_quest of the gentle
man from New York? 

There was no objection. 
Mr. FINE. Mr. Speaker, during the 

last campaign I pointed out to the elec
torate that if the Republicans were con
tinued in control of the New York State 
Legislature there would be no opportu
nity for genuine opposition to the pre
vious rent-control law-a Republican 
measure sponsored and passed by a Re
publican controlled legislature, and 
signed by the Republican governor. 

The worst fears of those of us in the 
State legislature who opposed the Re
publican rent-control law have now been 
fully realized. In a joint statement 
issued on February 5, 1951, Senator 
Elmer F. Quinn, minority leader of the 
New York State Senate, and Assembly
man Irwin Steingut, minority leader of 
the assembly, brought to light the full 
evils of this alleged rent-control law. 

Far from giving the citizens of New 
York the protection that they had 
reasonably expected from the State leg
islature, they now find themselves the 
helpless victims of rent increases which 
may well spell the ruination of count
less families in the middle and related 
groups of income. 

The new regulations promulgated pur
suant to the rent law contain a series of 
jokers which will automatically become 
law if not disapproved by a joint reso-

· 1ution of the New York State Senate and 
Assembly on or before February 15, 1951. 
On Monday night, last, a Democratic 
attempt to have such a resolution of dis
approval adopted, failed in the assembly. 
The Republican Party has once again 
demonstrated that they only give lip 
service to the needs of the people. 

By reason of these disclosures there is 
but one alternative, if we are sincere in 
our objectives to give the greatest 
amount of aid to the people in this pres
ent national emergency. Federal rent 
control should be extended to apply to 
New York as well as to the rest of the 
country. 

Shelter constitutes one of the primary 
and basic necessities of life and during 
the period of this new emergency rents 
for. housing accommodations should 
continue to be stabilized, regulated, and 
strictly controlled in order to prevent 
unreasonable and unwarranted evictions 
which would inevitably adversely affect 

the public health, safety, and general 
welfare of the people. 

As the President declared recently, we 
are in a state of national emergency. 
The actions of Soviet Russia and its sat
tellites throughout the world leave us no 
alternative but to take all necessary 
steps to insure our national defense. 
One of the vital ramparts of that de
fense is taking proper care of the basic 
needs of our citizens here at home so 
they can produce the needed goods and 
services so essential for our fighting 
men abroad. 

One of their essential needs is · shel
ter-decent housing at a fair price that 
they can afford ·to pay. With construc
tion shortly limited by the large down 
payments required-around 50 percent if 
you build a good house-most of the 
common people have to look to their 
Government for protection against rent 
gougin·g. Like the rest of the Nation 
New York faces a similar rent crisis and 
the people need help. 

In order that the Members of Con
gress have a clear picture of the rent 
crisis in New York, under unanimous 
consent, I ask that the following release 
be made a part of the record of my re
marks at this point: 
JOINT STATEMENT BY SENATOR ELMER F, 

QUINN, MINORITY LEADER OF THE SENATE, 
AND ASSEMBLYMAN IRWIN STEINGUT, MINOR
ITY LEADER OF THE ASSEMBLY 

In 1950, when Governor Dewey succeeded 
in having his own rent control law passed 
by the legislature, we announced our vig
orous opposition, pointing out that its many 
weaknesses, its inadequately defined sections, 
and its obvious inequities would result in 
sever hardship for untold numbers of fam
ilies. 

We introduced a bill of our own that would 
have provided strong rent control. We pre
dicted that the passage of the Republican 
bill would lead to the breakdown of effective 
rent control. Our fears were more than 
justified. The new set of regulations pro
posed by the rent control commissioner will 
take the lid off rent ceilings-will mean in
creases for almost one-half the tenants of 
New York State. 

One of the provisions of that law to which 
we particularly objected was that giving the 
rent commissioner authority to set up his 
own plan of controlling rents to take effect 
on March 1, 1951. We denounced this grant 
of power to one man as a dangerous prece
dent and a flagrant surrender of legislative 
authority to a commissioner who could do 
anything he wanted with rent control. 

The commissioner has now submitted his 
regulations for future rent control. As we 
predicted, they will open the way for many 
new rent increases, many new hardships for 
tenants. 

Of the regulations laid down by the rent 
commissioner, the following we . regard as 
particularly treacherous. 

L The fair-value formula: This inflation
ary device provides that a landlord may 
raise his rent on the basis of his property's 
assessed valuation, so that he is guaranteed 
an income of 4 percent of the property's 
worth. This means that a landlord can raise 
rents indefinitely-first, he can increase his 
rental on the basis of his assessed valuation, 
then he can raise the value of his property 
on the basis of new rent increases, thereby 
qualifying for still another rent increase be
cause of the higher assessed valuation' of his 
property. 

2. Subdivisions: The 1950 law· gave land
lords the power to remove apartments from 
rent control by subdivision or conversion. 
Under this section of the law, a landlord can 

inform the tenant at any time that he plans 
to convert his apartment from one apartment 
into two or more ~partments. He can evict 
the tenant and the tenant has no redress. 
And, once the apartment is converted, it is 
no longer under rent control. 

The rent administrator's regulations pro
vide that subdivisions can only occur when 
an apartment is undertenanted. A six-room 
dwelling inhabited by two parents to two 
teen-age children is defined as undertenant
ed-and such a family is powerless against 
an eviction for the purpose of subdividing. 
Once that subdivision occurs, of course, the 
landlord may charge what he pleases for the 
two or more new apartments he has made for 
himself. Meanwhile, there are thousands of 
such apartments of six or more rooms, lived 
in by typical middle-income families 
throughout the State. 

3. The 15-percent volunt~y rent increases: 
Under this regulation, it would be perfectly 
possible for landlords who have already re
ceived a 15-percent rent increase by virtue of 
Federal laws to obtain an additional 15-per
cent increase now, either by "voluntary" 
agreement with a tenant under the "fair net" 
operating formula. 

That such increases would be voluntary 
on the tenants' part is little more than a 
farce. By threatening to subdivide the 
apartment, the landlord virtually forces the 
tenant to consent to an increase. Or, by as
serting that he is not getting a fair return on 
his property's assessed valuation, the land
lord can again put the tenant on the spot 
when he asks for a 15-percent voluntary in
crease. 

4. Evictions permitted without proof of 
compelling necessity: The owner of a one
or two-family house of a cooperative apart
ment may have a tenant evicted if he wishes 
to occupy the premises himself, even though 
there is no evidence that he, the landlord, 
needs to change his accommodations. 

5. Exemptions from controls: The rent ad
ministrator's regulations fail to correct the 
discriminatory provision in the law which 
exempts from control all new housing com
pleted since February 1, 1947, and new hous
ing created through remodeling after May 
1, 1950. Again the sky is the limit for rentals 
charged for such accommodations. 

An ectuitable rent-control law would pro
vide that newly built apartments be con
trolled on the basis of the first rental 
charged-such a rental having been fixed in 
a free market. 

In our opinion the provisions of the law 
passed in the 1950 session, combined with 
the regu:ations concerning the granting of 
rent increases laid down last month by the 
rent commissioner, all but destroy effective 
rent control in New York State. That we 
should be pursuing such a disastrous course 
at a time when total mobilization points to 
an even greater housing shortage, is truly 
unthinkable. 

It is only fair to the citizens of New York 
State that they know how their legislators 
stand on the vital question of effective rent 
control. This week we will move to dis
charge from committees of the senate and 
assembly our resolution disapproving the 
rent commissioner's regulations. This will 
give an opportunity to every member of the 
legislature to state his stand on rent con
trols-whether he wants to hold the line and 
hold it firmly, or whether he wants the lid 
taken off so that skyrocketing rents will add 
to the peril of national inflation. 

Within the next week, we shall submit 
our own rent-control bill-a bill remedying 
those inequities of the present regulations 
which we have already pointed out. Our 
bill will hold the line on rent control
allowing increases only in those cases where 
the landlord can prove undue hardship and 
loss. In that way, we shall provide a second 
opportunity for every member of the legisla
ture to put himself on record where rent 
control is concerned. 
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A DECLARATION OP .PRIENDSHJP PROM 

THE AMERICAN PEOPLE TO ALL OTHER 
PEOPLE OF THE WORLD 

Mr. RIBICOFF. Mr. Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent to addl:ess. the House 
for 1 minute and to revise and extend my 
remarks and include a resolution. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there 
objection. to the request of the gentle· 
man from Connecticut? · 

There was no objection. 
Mr. RIBICOFF. Mr. Speaker, I have 

introduced a House concurrent resolution 
entitled ''A Declaration of Friendship 
Prom the American People to AU Other 
People of the World.'• A similar resolu· 
tion is being introduced today in the 
other body by Senator McMAHON, under 
the joint sponsorship of 21 Senators. 

The purpose of the McMahon-Ribico:ff 
resolution is to ream:rm the American 
peoples' desire to live in peace with all 
peoples, including the people of the So· 
viet Union. The resolution will specifi. 
cally request President Truman to call 
upon the Soviet Government to make 
known the contents of this resolution to 
the Russian people. 

Spiritual power and not material 
power is the key to the world's ills. As a 
Nation, we must set peace as our goal. 
The heart of the world must be touched. 
While we rearm, we must not sidetrack 
other methods to avoid war. We must 
never fail to tell the peoples of the world 
that our goal is peace. This resolution 
will put the American people and Con· 
gress squarely on record as standing for 
peace instead of war, for life instead of 
death. 

With the. best moral case in the world, 
we are still on the defensive. We must 
have the vision and imagination to con· 
tribute ideas. We cannot lead if we are 
not guided by a moral and spiritual 
force of our own. 

This resolution is the start of a positive 
program for peace. It emphasizes the 
desire of the American people for peace, 
friendship, and brotherhood with all men 
throughout the world. 

A copy of this resolution is set out be· 
low: 
A DECLARATION 01' FluENDSHlP FROM THE 

AMEBICAN PEOPLE To ALL THE PEOPLES OF 
THE WORLD, INCLUDING THE. PEOPLES OF 
THE SOVIET UNION 

Whereas the goal of the American people 
is now, and ever has been, a just and lasting 
peace; and 

Whereas the deepest wish of our Nation is 
to join with all other nations in preserving 
the dignity of man, and in observing those 
moral principles which alone lend meaning 
to his existence; and 

Whereas ir. proof of this, the United States 
has otrer ~d to share an that is good in atomic 
energy, asking in return only safeguards 
against the evil in the atom; and 

Whereas this Nation has likewise given of 
its substance and resources to help those 
peoples ravaged by war and poverty; and 

Whereas terrible danger to an free peoples 
compels the United States to undertake a 
vast program of armaments expenditures; 
and 

Whereas we rearm only with reluctance 
and wo-1ld prefer to devote our energies to 
peaceful pursuits: Now, therefore, be it 

Resolved by the House of .Representatives 
(the Senate concurring}, That the Mem
bers of this Congress reaffirm the historic and 
abfd1.ai; friendship of the American people 

for all other peoples, including the peoples 
of the Soviet Union, by deelaring-

That the American people deeply regret 
the artificial barriers whicb separate tbem 
from the peoples or the U.S. S. R., and which 
keep the Soviet peoples from learning of 
.America's desire to live in friendship with all 
other peoples, and to work with them in 
advancing the ideal of human brotherhood; 
and 

Tbat the AmeJ'ican people desire neither 
war with the Soviet Union nor th.e terrible 
consequences of such a war; and 

That although they are :firmiy determined 
to defend their freedom and security, the 
.American people welcome all honorable ef
forts to compose the differences standing be
tween them and the Soviet Government; be 
it further 

Besol".Jed, That tbe Congress request the 
President of the United States to call upon 
the Government of the Union of Socialist 
Soviet Republics to acquaint the peoples of 
the Soviet Union with the contents of this 
reS<>Iution. 

BLACK MARKET IN MEAT 

Mr. DONOVAN. Mr. Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent to. address the House 
for 1 minute and to revise and extend 
my remarks and include extraneous 
matter. . 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there 
objection to the request of the gentle· 
man from New York? 

There was no objection. 
Mr. DONOVAN. Mr. Speaker, I regret 

to say that I have unquestionable evi· 
denee that the black market in meat is 
back again with us in New York. As of 
yesterday it would cost $1,800 under the 
table to get a chance to bid on a car of 
dressed beef in the New York market. 

Mr. Speaker, I have before me a tele· 
gram from a gentleman in New York 
who knows the meat industry from hogs 
and beef on the hoof to the finest product 
as it finds its way on the tables in the 
best hotels and restaurants in the great· 
est city in the world. He says: 

NEW YORK, N. Y., FebTuary 8, 1951. 
Cbngressman JAMES G. DoNOVAN, 

Old House Office Building, 
Washington, D .C.: 

Meat conditions under pre8ent Govern
ment regulations are chaotic in New York 
area. Black market conditions rampant. A 
few weeks of such conditions can make a 
ruthless wholesaler richer by far than any 
violator during OPA era. Gash is being ex
acted and passed. Straight carcass being sold 
at prices ceilinged for cuts. Low-grade meats 
being sold for prime quality prices. Most 
meats lack Federal grading and practically 
no top quality meats available. General feel
ing in trade is that there is no patriotic rea
son for imposition of controls which stifte 
business when meat prices are not regulated 
at farm level. Trade does not feel we are at 
war and It is public knowledge that meat 
supplies are adequate if all levels of meat 
industry are given fair profit margins to 
work with. Resentment high that top quali· 
fied men in meat industry are bypassed and 
advice is accepted from poorer qualified con
sultants. Impossible to obtain cooperation 
to convict violators of present regulation be· 
cause of fear supplies would be shut off to 
anyone turning in concrete evfdence makes 
it presently impossible to expect or demand 
such cooperation under existing conditions 
the following proposed suggestions would 
gain widespread support for a controlled 
program from the meat industry at large. 
Freeze price of feeds and grains. This is only 
commodity not frozen on farmers list o! 
requirements. On basis of frozen grain prices 
ratio on beef, veal, lamb, pork, and poultry 

can be satisfactorily ceilinged at farm level. 
This permits impositions of fair ceilings on 
m.llk. butter, cheese, eggs, flour, and all 
other byproducts tbis also permits proper 
ceilings at slaughter-house level which also 
readily permits proper ceiling margins to be 
calculated for wholesale distributor. jobber, 
hotel supply house, and retail levels. Belief 
ii grain prices must advance is to move up 
percentagewise at all levels. Obligat-0ry Gov
ernment grading for all meat of utmost im
portance. Finally let meat industry do its 
own policing pledging Government its sup
port in this program. 

Very sincerely, 
PAUL A. SPITLER. 

SEVEN SILVER STARS GIVEN REAR 

ECHELON BIG SHOTS 

Mr. HAYS of Ohio. Mr. Speaker, I 
ask unanimous consent to address the 
House for l minute and to revise and ex
tend my remarks and include an article. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there 
objection to the request of the gentleman 
from Ohio? 

There was no objection. 
Mr. HAYS of Ohio. Mr. Speaker, I am 

going to insert in my remarks an article 
about seven Silver Stars which were pre
sented to six generals and a colonel in 
Korea, none of whom had been 'Qnder 
:fire, and none of whom had been up on 
the battlefront. Apparently that Silver 
Star has become quite a coveted award, 
and these fellows felt that they would 
look better with it on their chests. I 
bope the Members will read this news
paper story. I . might say that 16 or 17 
months ago, when the House Committee 
on Expenditures in the Executive De
partments was in Greece, we were up 
on the Albanian frontier, and some of 
us beard some gun fire in the distance. I 
do not know whether that puts us in 
line for a Silver Star or not, but if it 
does. I would be embarrassed to accept 
it, and I do not think I would want to 
wear it under those circumstances. 

The article is as follows: 
[Prom th& Washington (D. C.) Daily News 

of February 7, 1951] 

SEVEN SILVER STARS GIVEN REAR ECHELON BIG 
SHOTS 

(By Jim G. Lucas) 
The Air Force has awarded 17 Silver Stars 

so far. Seven h,ave gone to generals and a 
colonel based in Tokyo. They usually get to 
Korea about once a month. 

Congress created the Silver Star in 1918 
as a reward for "gallantry in action when the 
Medal of Honor is not warranted." 

It specified, however, that such gallantry 
must be of "marked distinction." The Silver 
Star has become one of our most coveted 
decorations. You don't win one hanging· 
around the rear echelon. At least, that's the 
way it used to be. 

Nevertheless Lt. Gen. George Stratemeyer, 
commander of the Far East Air Force, has 
presented it to: 

HERE'S LIST 

Maj. Gen. Laurence Craigie, vice com
mander for administration and plans. 

Maj. Gen. Otto P. Weyland, vice com
mander for operations. 

Brig. Gen. Jarred V. Crabb, deputy com
mander for operations. 

Brig. Gen. Oliver s. Picher, Far East in
spector general. 

Brig. Gen. Charles Y. Banfill, deputy for 
intelligence. 

Brig. Gen. Derr H. Alkire, deputy for 
materiel. 

Col. Leo J. Erler, director of installations. 
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NO. 1 MAN 

Each man, the citations say, "d.istinguished 
himself by gallantry in action in Korea dur
ing the period July through November 1950." 
Each, General Stratemeyer said, acted "in 
keeping with the highest traditions of the 
military service." 

General Cragie-General S t ratemeyer's 
"No. 1 man"-"made frequent visits to com
bat elements in Korea to coordinate opera 
tions * * * participated in reconnais
sance, tactical control, and bombing missions 
over enemy territory to observe and improve 
effectiveness of his plans * * * was sub
ject to attack by enemy aircraft and groun d 
fire." 

General Weyland also was decorated for 
flying to Korea occasionally to visit Air Force 
elements (and) coordinate operations. He 
participated in bombing missions over enemy 
territory to obtain first-hand knowledge. 
Like General Craigie, he was subject to at
tack by enemy aircraft ahd ground fire. 

General Crabb "at great personal risk and 
in constant danger * • • made fre
quent visits t o combat Air Force elements in 
Korea." His participation in combat mis
sions enabled him to improve the effective
ness of his direction of operations. 

General Picher-the inspector general in 
charge of paper work-also is credited with 
making frequent trips to advanced air bases 
in Korea to obtain information. Genera1 
Banfill-in constant danger from enemy 
ground and aerial attacks-flew to Korea and 
obtained vital information concerning the 
enemy. 

General Alkire visited the most forward 
airfields and made ground and aerial sur
veys to insure an uninterrupted flow of ma
teriel. Ditto Colonel Erler. 

NO OPPOSITION 

The citations don't say they were fired 
upon. They were subject to attack. So was 
everyone else in ·Korea. The chance of 
ground attack on even the most forward Air 
Force base in Korea is remot e. 

And you can count on one hand the num
ber of enemy planes over Korea after the 
first week of July. The frequent trips from 
Japan to Korea simply involved getting in a 
C-54 transport in Tokyo and getting out in 
Korea. As a rule it's about as risky as flying 
from .New York to Cleveland. And they went 
on combat missions merely as passengers and 
spectators. 

CAME HARDER 

Ot her men appar•mtly worked harder for 
their Silver Stars. Take Hospital Corpsman 
Vernon Ault, of Greeley, Colo., for instance. 
His citation said he was "painfully wounded 
in the arm and leg while serving with a Ma
rine infantry company. Despite pain and 
extreme loss of blood, he courageously con
tinued to administer to the wounded while 
under intense enemy machine-gun fire. He 
refused to be evacuated • • * until he 
collapsed from his wounds and loss of blood 
and had to be carried." 

William G. Araza, of San Antonio, fear
lessly and courageously ran forward under 
intense machine-gun and antitank fire and, 
although receiving a painful wound, pro
ceeded to pull a wounded man 30 yards to a 
covered position and administ er aid. 

Many Air Force men are bitter. They. feel 
promiscuous awards of the Silver Star to 

·staff officers has cheapened it. One combat 
pilot who won the Silver Star in World War 
II for torpedoing a J ap cruiser, told me he 
h ad put the medal away and would never 
wear it again. 

DEMOCRATIC STEERING COMMITTEE 

Mr. MURDOCK. .Mr. Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent to address the House 
for 1 minute and to revise and .extend 
my rema ·1cs. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there 
objection to the request of the gentleman 
from Arizona? 

There was no objection. 
Mr. MURDOCK. Mr. Speaker, as act

ing chairman of the Democratic steer
ing committee, I am calling a meeting 
in the Rules Committee room at 2 o'clock 
today, if the House has adjourned at 
that time; otherwise immediately after 
the adjournment of the House. The 
notice went out that the meeting would 
be held immediately after the adjourn
ment. I am changing that now to make 
it 2 o'clock today. 

Mr. McCORMACK. Mr. Speaker, will 
the gentleman yield? 

Mr. MURDOCK. I yield to the gen
tleman from Massachusetts. 

Mr. McCORMACK. The gentleman 
makes his announcement as acting 
chairman. I hope that after the meet
ing he will again be chairman. 

Mr. MURDOCK. I thank the gentle
man. 
OUR CONSTITUTIONAL RIGHTS MUST BE 

PROTECTED 

Mr. McDONOUGH. Mr. Speaker, I 
ask unanimous consent to address the 
House for 1 minute and to revise and 
extend my remarks and include a state
ment by Judge Call of the municipal 
bench of Los Angeles. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there 
objection to the request of the gentle
man from California? 

There was no objection. 
Mr. McDONOUGH. Mr. Speaker, the 

Constitution of the United States was 
formulated by the Constitutional Con
vention to retain all rights of the States 

. and inherent rights of the people in 
statu quo, except such powers as were 
therein expressly given and delegated to 
the Federal Government. The rights 
and duties of man under the natural 
law were recognized, and the personal 
liberty of the individual was fo be 
protected. 

Since the adoption of our Constitution, 
a trend has developed toward liberal and 
enlarged construction of implied powers 
of Congress. A drift from the Constitu
tion has become apparent, and its ulti
mate effects upon our form of govern
ment and the extent to which it may 
encroach upon the liberty of our citizens 
should receive serious consideration. 

An excellent article on this subject ap
peared in the January issue of the Los 
Angeles Bar Bulletin. It was written by 
the Honorable Joseph L. Call, judge of 
the municipal court of the city of Los 
Angeles. This article should receive 
thoughtful consideration from the Mem'.' 
bers of Congress. 

[From the Los Angeles Bar Bulletin of 
January 1951] 

THE DRIFT FROM THE CONSTITUTION 

(By Hon. Joseph L. Call,* judge of the mu
nicipal court of the city of Los Angeles) 
"Government, through its rulers, may be 

the implement of tyranny." i 

*Judge Call received his bachelor of laws 
degree from the University of Southern Cali
fornia School of Law in 1£25. He has served 
on the bench of the Los Angeles municipal 
court since 1931. 

1 Excessive Law Making-A Threat to Lib
erty, by Robert M. Jones, Tennessee Law 
Journal, vol. 16. 

This was the political condition that con
fronted the colonists and precipitated the 
Declaration of Independence and the War of 
the Revolution. 

The fundamental objection of the colo
nies was that the colonies and Great Britain 
were coordinate members of the great Eng
lish Empire under the dominion of a com
mon sovereign but not united by common 
legislative sovereignty or legislat ive rights. 
The oolonists declared that their legislative 
power to govern themselves was as complete 
and distinct as that of the English Parlia
ment to govern England. Great Britain 
maintained t h at the colonies were subject to 
English parliamentary laws and royal execu
tive decrees emanating from the homeland. 
The assertion of the right of self-govern
ment by the colonists, a denial of this prin
ciple by England and the arbitrary assump
tion of the right of Great Britain to make 
laws for all constituents of the English Em
pire without their right of participation or 
self-government, in each and every instance, 
led to the ·discovery by England that she had 
no right to make laws for the colonists in 
any respect whatsoever.2 

This led to the Declaration of Independ
ence by the Thirteen Colonies in which the 
basic and ever-underlying premise of Ameri
can Government was emphasized, and that 
was that " * * * all men are created 
equal; that they are endowed by their Crea
.tor with certain inalienable rights; that 
among these are life, liberty, and the pur
suit of happiness; that, to secure these 
rights, governments are institut ed among 
men, deriving their just powers from the 
consent of the governed." 3 

These principles of (a) the inherent sov
ereignty of the people; and (b) the conse
quential creation of government to main
tain these rights, deriving its powers from 
the consent of the governed, therefore gave 
rise to the Bill of Rights of the Thirteen 
Original States and thereafter the Bill of 
Rights to the United States Constitution. 

It is seen that the doctrine of inherent 
sovereignty of the people is the major prem
ise upon which this govea-nment was found
ed, and that very obviously all public offi
cials are agents and agents only of the 
sovereign power, to wit, the people; and that 
consequently, the inherent right of self
government is always the primary right of 
the people: 

The assertion of these rights by the Amer
ican people gave rise to 7 years of merci
less and bloody revolutionary war and in
credible hardships, but was finally culmi
nated by the independence of the American 
colonies climaxed by the surrender of Gen
eral Cornwallis at Yorktown, October 19, 
1781; and thereafter emerged the thirteen 
original colonies as free and independent 
states. 

It is well to note that these states came 
into existence as separate governments and 
entities; and each retained all of the right of 
self-government, self-regulation, and all 
rights incident to complete sovereignty. 
They were independent of any other state or 

· nation. Any problems, situations, improve
ments or social adjustments, all found ade
quate ::irotection and comprehension within 
and by reason of the sovereign power of the 
individual state. None of these states· was 
inadequate to determine fully on all mat
ters of internal concern. 

There were, however, certain limited prob
lems that the people felt they were unable 
adequately to contend with. These inade
quacies of the states acting as political units 
are stated by the Constitutional Convention 
of 1787 in its letter recommending to Con
gress the adoption of the new Federal Con-

2 Madison's Report on the Virginia Resolu
tion (1800), Elliot's Debates on the Federal 
Constitution, vol. IV, p. 562. 

3 Declaration of Independence, adopted in 
Congress, July 4, 1776. 
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stitution. This letter is signed by George 
Washington and presents this limited state 
inadequacy as follows: "The friends of our 
country have long seen and desired, 
that the power of making war, peace and 
treaties; that of levying money and regu
lating commerce; and the corresponding 
executive and judicial authorities should 
be fully and effectively vested in the general 
government of the union." 4 

Throughout the debates in the Constitu
tional Convention was the constant insist
ence that in the dual system of Govern
ment about to be formulated, the rights 
and the sovereignty of the people and the 
States were to remain supreme in all mat
ters of local and self government, but sub
ject to certain powers to be expressly granted 
or delegated under the terms of the pro
posed Constitution to the proposed Federal 
Government. 

And, the insistence of these principles in 
Convention debate was certainly not with
out precedents garnered from the rise and 
fall of government throughout history. 
Under t};le postulates of European monar
chies and under the prerogatives of the 
Roman civil law, the state or government 
is exemplified as all-powerful, all-knowing, 
all-wise and even of divine origin. A corol
lary of this premise was it therefore became 
the duty of the government, that in order 
to achieve supreme success and happiness 
for . the people, the state or government 
must obviously regulate and prescribe for 
all human endeavors, and that the deity 
of the state naturally denied the right of 
the individual to work out his own prob
lems, and to prescribe his own methods of 
procedure. This theory of government pos
tulated from the time of the disintegration 
of the Roman republic at the time of the 
formation of the .first triumvirate, approxi
mately 50 years before Christ, found expres .. 
sion and was fully bearing fruit at the time 
of the American Constitutional Convention. 
The European theory advocated that the gov
ernment of monarchy and dictatorship was 
all-knowing and all-powerful, and was predi
cated on the premise that the people whom 
it sought to govern were utterly incapable 
of governing themselves and prescribing 
their own rules and regulations. Its pur
pose was that of dictating to and for the 
lives of its peoples. 

Consequently, a.t the Constitutional Con
. vention, it was the considered opinion of 
the members of the Convention that the 
state was not divine nor omnipotent nor 
omniscient, but that, on the contrary, sov
ereignty, law and regulation were rights of 
the people, and that the official was but 
an agent of the people placed in office for 
the purpose of administering laws enacted 
by the people, and that every individual 
had the right without the interference or 
intermeddling of government to formulate 
his own happiness and ·his own laws. 

Accordingly, with the ever-retained sover
eign rights of the people as the major 
premise, there was formulated the United 
States Constitution (September 17, 1787) re
taining all rights of the States and inherent 
rights of the people in statu quo, except such 
powers as were therein expressly given and 
delegated to the Federal Government. Un
der the Federal Constitution there are cre
ated three separate'and distinct departments 
of government. Article I creates and dele
gates power to the legislative or congressional 
department; under article II there is created 
and delegated power to the ·executive de
partment; and under article III there is 
created and delegated power to the judicial 
department. Each department of govern
ment, under this novel system, is supreme 
within its own field, but, nevertheless, acts 
as a check-balance upon the other depart
ments. 

4 The Growth of Federal Bureaucratic 
Tyranny, by St~rling E. Edmunds, The 
Lawyer and Banl~cr, vol. SG (E33). 

Although the sovereignty of the people 
and the States, under the Constitution, as 
submitted and adopted in 1787, was clearly 
supreme, nevertheless the people were so 
zealous of these unalienable rights and. fear
ful of the usurpation of power by the Federal 
Gove'hlment and that tyranny under the 
pretense of ·constitutional autborization 
might become enthroned, that the Thirteen 
States thereafter adopted, in 1791, the ninth 
and tenth amendments to the Federal Con
stitution. These amendments again re
affirmed the limitations of the Federal Gov
ernment and the sovereign rights of the 
States and the people as independent 
political units. These amendments at the 
time seemed to satisfy the minds of the 
most skeptic, and were thought to definitely 
and finally put to an end the respective 
rights and any possible contentions that 
might arise under the relative rights of the 
dual government. 

Article I, section 8, of the Federal Consti
tution enumerates 18 specific grants of power 
by the people to the United States Congress. 
Among these grants there may be listed the 
following fundamental rights affecting the 
life and liberty of the people of the country: 

1. The power to lay and collect taxes, 
duties, imposts, and excises; 

2. To pay the debts of the United States: 
3. To provide for the common defense and 

general welfare of the United States; 
4. To borrow money on the credit of the 

United States; 
5. To regulate commerce with foreign na

tions and among the several States and with 
the Indian tribes: 

6. To coin money and regulate the value 
thereof and .fix the standards of weights and 
measures; 

7. To declare war; 
8. To raise and support armies and to pro

vide and maintain a Navy; 
9. The power to make treaties under the 

authority of the United States (art. VI, 
sec. 2). 

At this time it should be noted that the 
American system of government was entirely 
the creation of the American people and 
American way of life; and that under the 
Federal Constitution one of the purposes was 
to eliminate the doctrine of an all-powerful 
legislature as well as an equally powerful 
administrative or ~xecutive division. Under 
the English law neither division of govern
ment was subject to any judicial control. 
Hence both operated independently, exclu
sively, and to a great extent, without re
straint and without restraint upon each 
other. 

To obviate any such situation in this 
country there was incorporated in our Con
stitution ,and created the United States Su
preme Court 'with power to determine all 
cases arising under the Constitution and laws 
of the United States. The Supreme Court 
was set up as a bastion against the encroach
ment by the legislative or executive branches 
of the Government against each,other or by 
them against the sovereign rights retained 
by the people, and consequently to prevent 
any arbitrary, unlawful, or self-assumed 
power by either the executive or legislative 
branches of the Government. 

It was the intention of the framers of the 
Constitution that the Supreme Court be es
tablished nonpartisan, free and independ
ent, and beyond the pressure of any whim 
and caprice of . public factionalism, fanati
cism, public clamor, or the platitudes of the 
masses. The Court was established to be an 
all-time bulwark against such pressures and 
against infractions of the Constitution, 
however minor or serious, that might occur, 
and for the purpose also of declaring null 
and void any usurpations of power or en
croachments that might occur by either the 
legislative or administrative branches of the 
Federal Government. For this reason the 
Supreme. Court was placed beyond all ap~ 
preach and appointed for life. 

The constitutional principle of complete 
sovereignty of the people, and that the States 
operated as independent political units, and 
that the Federal Government existed by rea
son of a grant of powers by the people was 
thereafter respected for at least 100 years. 
Under the protection of these principles and 
the establishment of this dual system of gov
ernment, the United States became the freest 
and the most stable Government in the 
world. The liberty enjoyed by the citizens 
of this c~mntry was unequaled and unpar
alleled from ~he earliest recor<ls of organ
ized society, dating back at least 4,000 years 
B. C., up to and including the present time. 

It would be well to note at this time, 
however, that in the year 1819, the Supreme 
Court of the United States, in the case of 
McCulloch v. Maryland, speaking through 
Chief Justice Marshall enunciated a prin
ciple obViously necessary to a proper con
struction of that ca:;:e, but which later served 
as a yardstick for the unwarranted assump
tion by Congress of vast powers never intend
ed by the framers of the Constitution nor by 
the States subscribing thereto. This doc* 
trine, simple at the time of its creation, was 
as follows: 

"There were to be implied to the Federal 
Government all powers necessary to the exer
cise of the enumerated powers to the Fede'!'al 
Government." & 

However, with some deviations, this prin
ciple McCulloch .v. Maryland was strictly 
adhered to and powers that could not 
be truly and honestly considered as powers 
necessarily implied from the specific grants 
of power to Congress was not enlarged (Li
cense Cases, 5 Howard, 46 U. S. 504 (1847), 
and the American Government flourished 
and progressed under the dual system of gov
ernment, as contemplated by the Federal 
Constitution. 

Indeed, even after the war of the rebel
lion in 1866, during times of the greatest in
ternal and national stress ever faced by the 
United States, in affirming the elementary 
principles of the Feder.al Constitution and 
the sovereignty of the people of the States, 
the Supreme Court states in ex parte Milli
gan 6 as follows: 

"The Constitution of the United States is 
a law for rulers and people, equally in war 
and in peace, and covers with the shield of its 
protection all classes of men, at all times 
and under all circumstances. No doctrine in
volVing more pernicious consequences was 
ever invented by the wit of man than that 
any of its provisions can be suspended during 
any of the great exigencies of government. 
Such a doctrine leads directly to anarchy or 
despotism, but the t:p.eory on which it is 
based is false; for government, within the 
Constitution, has all the powers granted to 
it which are necessary to preserve its ex
istence; as has been happily proved by the 
result of the great effort to throw o:ff its Just 
authority." • 

However, from approximately 1887, the Su
preme Court, slowly at .first but thereafter 
during the years gaining momentum, en
larged by judicial construction the authority 
of the Congress of the United States and 
decreed as valid acts of Congress on the 
premise and ground that such legisla:tion was 
a proper and necessary implied power to an 
express grant of power to Congress under the 
Constitution. The decision of the Supreme 
Court in Bowman v. The Chicago Railway 
Company (125 U. S. 465 (1887)), indicates 
the beginning of this trend of construction 
enhancing the implied · powers of Congress. 
In this case the legislature of the State of 
Iowa, acting under the police powers and 
the sovereign rights of the people, had de
creed that common carriers bringing intoxi
cating liquors into the State must .first ob
tain a certificate from State authorities. 

5 McCulloch v. Maryland (4 Wheaton, p. 
316). 

GU. S. 2 (1£66), 
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The enactment by the legislature of this law 
was necessary to adequately enforce the pol· 
icy of State prohibition against the manu• 
facture or sale of intoxicating liquor. 

The desires of the people of the State of 
Iowa in this regard were swept aside by the 
Supreme Court in this decision, and the 
State legislation nullified insofar as this case 
was concerned, the Supreme Court, in co11-
struing the implied powers of Congress and 
the powers of Congress to regulate int~rstate 
commerce, held that the Iowa Legislature 
violated implied powers granted to Congress 
under the commerce clause, and states in 
part as follows: "The statute of Iowa * * * 
(requiring a certificate) is essentiaily · a 
regulation of commerce among the States 
within any differentiation given to that term 
or which can be given; and altl:~ough its mo
tive a~d purpose are to perfect the policy of 
the State of Iowa in protecting its citizens 
against the evils of intemperance, it is none
theless _on that act a regulation of com
merce." And .so this State legislation l:'.J.1d 
desires of the people of the State of Iowa 
were nullified and terminated. 

This trend, however, toward liberal' and 
enlarged construction of (implied) powers 
of Congress saw through the ensuing years, 
however, sporadic but continuous enlarge
ment. .As v~cancies occurred, obviously per
sonnel on the Court change(i.· There were 
also, however, placed upon the Supreme 
Court conservative lawyers and students of 
the Constitution and men studied in the 
fundamental principles of American govern
ment. 

One of the greatest exponents of Ameri
can constitutional Government, as contem~ 
'Plated by the American Constitution and 
the American way of life, was Justice David 
J. Brewer, who was a member of this dis
tinguished bench from 1890 to 1910. One 
of his decisions standing out as a milestone 
in United States . jurisprudence and coming 
at a time in which the trend of the court was 
and had been for some time toward liberal 
construction of legislative powers was the 
decision rendered in Kansas v. Colorado 
(206 U. S. 46 (1906)), in which he states, on 
behalf of the court, that the United States 
Government is one of enumerated powers 
and has no inherent powers of sovereignty; 
that this enumeration is to be found only 
in the United States Constitution, and that 
if Congress seeks new powers, it shoul(i be 
obtained as provided in the Constitution, 
and that the reservation and the reaffirm
ance of the rights of the people and the 
States, as set forth in the ninth and tenth 
·amendments to the Constitution, are to · 
·be construed in simple English and are to 
mean what they say, and that "the prop
osition that there are legislative powers 
affecting the Nation as a whole which 
belong to, although not expressed in the 
grant of powers, is in direct conflict with 
the doctrine that this is a government of 
enumerated powers. That this is such a 
·government clearly appears from the Consti
tution independently of the amend
ments. * * * This natural construction 
of the • Constitution is made ab
solutely certain by the tenth amendment. 
This amendment, which wcis seemingly 
adopted with prescience of just such con
tentio·n as the present, disclosed the wide• 
spread fear that the National Government 
might, under · the pressure of a supposed 
general welfare, attempt to exercise powers 
which had not been granted." 1 

This decision again reaffirmed and reestab
lished principles of constitutional govern
ment, but not for long. The doctrine of im
plied powers· was again to be reaD.rmed by 
the Supreme Court soon thereafter and in 
no uncertain fashion. Numerous decisions 

, thereafter followed over a period of years 

1 Kansas v. Colorado (206 U. S. 546, p. 89). 

and down to the· present time which have 
opened the gates with increasing accelera
tion to Federal legislation and to adminis
trative acts 'of the executive department in 
a map.ner never contemplated or · compre
he_nded by the States ratifying the Constitu
tion, by the framers of the Constitution, · or· 
by the Constitution _tself. 

WARTIME PROHIBITION ACT 

In 1919 this drift from the Constitution 
again became apparent. On November 21, 
1918, there was enacted the Wartime Prohi
bition Act (40 Stat. 1046). This was ap
proved 10 days after the armistice with Ger
many was signed. It provided that until the 
conclusion of the present war and thereafter 

·until the termination of demobilization it 
was unlawful to sell alcoholic beverages. The 
act stated that this was for the purpose of 
conserving manpower. It is to be noted 
that under the grants of power to Congress 
there is no right given to legislate on the 
question of prohibition, and that if this leg
islation is a valid exercise of legislative power 
it would have to be affirmed as an "implied 
power" incidental to a direct grant of power 
to Congress. It is to be noted that this leg
islation was enacted after the capitulation 
of Germany and the signing of the armistic~. 
However, the Supreme Court affirmed this 
legislation of Congress and held this legis
lation a "war power"-a power of Congi.:ess 
arising under its right to declare war and 
"to make all laws which shall be necessary 
and proper for carrying into execution" s the 
powers expressly granted. This appears to 
be the first time that reference is had to 
"war powers" of the United States, powers 
that arise by implication from express grants 
of power to the Federal Legislature. 

This decision opened the door to limitless 
legislation by Congress on the theory· that 
legislation was justifiable as . a war power. 
A right or power of Congress to enact legis
lation derived from the direct power ~o de
clare war and to enact sµch legislation as 
may be necessary to enforce the same. 

·The vicious part · of this unbridled power 
is that these war powers are not confined to 
a period of time at which the country is 
actually engaged in a state of war. Let us 
examine further. 

HOUSING AND RENT ACT, 1947 

There was passed by Congress, effective 
July 1, 1947, and practically 2 years after 
·~he complete capitulation of Japan, what 
was known as the Housing and Rent Act ot 
1947, effective July 1, 1947, regulating the 
maximum price of rents to be charged under 
the authority of the Housing Administrator. 
The cqnstitutionality of this litigation was 
affirmed by the United States Supreme 
Court 9 as valid legislation of Congress under 

'.their "war powers." And it is to be noted 
that in affirming ·the Housing Act of 1947, 
the Court cites with approval and authority 
the decision rendered in 1919 in Hamilton 
against the Kentucky Distilleries Co., supra, 
as its precedent, and concludes that "the war 
power includes the power 'to ·remedy the 
evils which have arisen from its rise and 
progress' and continues for the duration of 
that emergency. Whatever may be the con'
sequences when war is officially terminated, 
the war power does not necessarily end with 
the cessation of hostilities." And most sig
nificant is this statement of the Court: "Bu't 
we canot assume that Congress is not alert 
to its constitutional responsibilities." 10 In 
connection with this statement, it is well tb 
remember that the Supreme Court is and 
was to act as a bastion and bulwark against 
the encroachment by Congress upon any 
other departII1ents of the Government or the 

8 Hamilton v. The Kentucky Distilleries Co. 
(251 u. s. 146, p. 156 (1919)). 

9 Woods v. Miller Co., 333 U.S. 138 (1947). 
· 10 Woods v. Miller Co., 333 U. S. 144 (1947). 

Constitution it1:.elf, The history of congres
sional legislation indicates to the contrary, 
and that Congress has time and again di
rected legislative mandates contrary to ·its 
power, and that on such occasions it has not 
been alerted to its constitutional responsi
bilities, and that the Supreme Court has had 
to vitiate and set aside such acts of Congress. 

In this holding (Woods against Miller Co., 
supra), there is a concurring opinion, writ
ten by Justice Jackson who, while affirming 
the legality· of the legislation, nevertheless 
views the same With great concern and skep
ticism,. declaring that "the Government as
serts no constitutional basis for this legis
lation other than thiS vague, undefined and 
-µndefinable 'war power.' No one will ques
tion th.at this power is the most dangerous 
one to free government in the whole catalog 
of powers." At the time of the present writ
ing, it is 5 years arid 4 months since 
Japan completely· capitulated and under the 
guise of war powers,"the Federal Government 
has and is enacting legislation not author
ized under the Federal Constitution nor pos
sible of "Onscientious construction as a "war 
power" of Congress. 

TENNESSEE VALLEY AUTHORITY 

One of the greatest detours from the Con
stitution is to be found in the construction 
?f implied powers to Congress resulting from 
the grant of power to Congress to regulate 
commerce among the States. This big step 
was made in the sanctioning of Federal leg
islation by the Supreme Court in a divided 
opinion rendered 1n 1935 in the case of 
Ashwander v. The Tennessee Valley Author
ity (297 U. S. 288). This decision literally 
and actually put the Federal Government 
into the business of distributing and selling 
electric powf'.r over large districts and to 
expel companies which had long service.d 
them and the control of the markets therein. 
This with all the protective rights of · the 
sovereign and ~ubject to no limitations 
whatsoever. A brief resume of the history 
of this litigation and the ultimate finding 
of the Supreme Cqurt is illuminating and 
~he f~ll import of its decision startling and 
amazmg. 

The Tennesse~ River is approximately 900 
miles in length. The drainage basiq. ap:
proximately 40,000 square miles; the volume 
of water is extremely variable; commercial 
navigation is of ,moderate importance. 
However, during and immediately after 
World · War I, there was constructed at 
.Muscle Shoals, n~ar Florence, Ala., the Wil
,son Dam. With its au~iliary plants, includ:. 
ing the hydroelectric ' power p~an t, they were 
intended to be adapted to the purpose of 
national defense. Also, the act · authorizing 
the creation of the same, tbe Defense Act of 
June 3, 1916, had in view improvements to 
.navigation. As a result of this, the Federal 
production of electricity soon commenced. 
·some was devoted to Government purposes·; 
_much was sold but delivery made at or near 
the dam. ' 

On May 18, 1933; Congress created a cor
_poration, known as the Tennessee Valley 
Authority, and operations were begun for 
improving the Tennessee River navigation, 
and especially for developing the water 
.Power along the whole river at public ex
_pense. This plan involved conversion of 
.water power into electricity for wide distri
_bution throughout the valley and adjacent 
territory. 

The United States Government immediate
ly thereafter acting through its creation, the 
Tennessee V9,lley Authority, promptly took 
over the Wilson Dain; construction work 
began on the Wheeler Dam, 20 miles up the 
river; and the Pickwick Dam, some 40 miles 
lower down. It commenced construction on 
the Norris Dam, across the Clinch River, a 
branch of the Tennessee River 200 miles 
above the Wilson Dam. All of these additions 
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were to be connected by transmission wires, 
and electric energy d~stributed from them to 
millions of people in many States.11 

At t his time it is to be noted that during 
the last 30 years (prior to 1935) , several cor
porations had been engaged in the business 
of developing electrical energy. It finally re
sulted in an extensive business having been 
built up ; all private corporations, of course. 
and operated under State supervision. 
Among them were the Alabama Power Co., 
Georgia Power Co., Mississippi Power Co., and 
the Tennessee Electric Power Co. They were 
ultimately banded together under the mother 
company of the Common:wealth and South
ern Corp. During this time and dur
ing the creation of these big private enter
prises, huge sums of 'money were ·invested 
by thousands of persoµs in many States of 
the Union, and the companies were at all 
times diligently developing their several sys
tems in r-esponse to the demands of the peo
ple in t he territories that they served. 

The creation of th,e Tennessee Valley Au
thority .w:as :to put the Uni_ted States Govern:
ment into the business of distributing and 
selling electric power through the same dis., 
tricts serviced by the aforementioned private 
power companies, and to expel the power 
companies · which had ·long serviced them 
and to ·control the market therein.12 

The question before the Supreme Court 
was that the Tennessee Valley Authority was 
not properly created nor authorized by any 
express grant of power or right to Congress, 
nor were the rights assuming to be exercised 
by Congress in the 9reation of the Authority 
proper incidental powers to be derived from 
any express power granted' Congress. 

The majority opinion in affirming this Fed
eral legislation held "the act of 1916 had in 
.view improvements to navigation. Com
merce includes navigation. The power tq 
.regulate interstate commerce embodies the 
power to keep the navigable rivers of the 
·united States free from obstructions to navi
·gation and to remove such obstructions when 
:they exist. The Government acquired full 
.title to the dam site, with all -riparian rights. 
The power of falling water was an inevitable 
Jncident to the construction of the dam. 
That water came into exclusive control of the 
Federal Government. The mechanical 
energy was convertible · into electric energy, 
and the elect:d.c energy thus produced con.: 
'stitutes property belonging to the United 
States." 

By this construction the Government was 
put into active competition, with all the 

· .exemptions of sovereignty, With private en• 
.terprise, which was subject to all of the bur
.dens of government and of sovereignty. 
· A very capable dissenting opinion· is writ
ten by Justice McReynolds in which it is 
pointed out that the public service corpora
tions which were and had been servicing the 
millions of people in many States were to be 
}:>rought to such terms as the valley A~thority 
saw fit to dictate, or to be put out of business, 
and that an early expenditure for this pur
pose of public funds of at least $75,000,000 
·was appropriated by the directors for this 
'purp!"->Se. The purpose of the Valley Author
ity was definitely to control the market of 
selling and distributing electric power here
tofore serviced by private companies. And 
tl;le dissenting opinion clearly points out that 
."a Government instrument~lity had entered 
upon a pretentious scheme to provide a yard
stick to the fairness of. rates charged by 
private owners and to attain no ' less a goal 
than the electrification of America." 

Under the competition of Federal enter
prise t ax free an~ subje~t. to no limitation 

11 Dissenting opinion of Justice McRey
nolds, Ash wander v . . The Tennessee Valley 
'Au t h ority (297 U. S. 288). 
· 12 See, Report of the Tennessee Valley Au-
thority for 1934- 35. 
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other than the sovereign may desire to pre
scribe for itself, and free from any State 
limitation whatsoever, it is clear that the 
power companies, operating under the name 
of the Commonwealth & Southern Corp., 
were either to be forced into bankruptcy, 
or to comply with the pleasures of the Valley 
Authority. They chose the lat.ter. 

The Alabama Power Co. agreed to sell for 
$1 ,000,000 all of its low-tension transmission 
lines, substations, and all rural lines in five 
Alabama counties and parts of two others. 

The Mississippi Power Co., for $850,000, 
agreed to transfer all of its transmission and 

· distribution lines, substations and generat
ing plants in nine counties in the State of 
Mississippi to the Authority. 

For $900,000, the Tennessee Power Co. 
agreed to convey its transmission and distri
bution lines, substations, and distribution 
system in four counties in Tennessee and all 
of the 66 kilovolt transmission lines from 
Cove Creek to Knoxville, Tenn., to the Valley 
Authority. 

Justice McReynolds in his conclusion 
states that "Congress has no constitutional 
authority to authorize the Tennessee Valley 
Authority or any other Federal agency to 
undertake the operation essentially perma
nent in character of a utility system for 
profit, involving the generation, transmis
sion, and commercial distribution of elec
tricity within State domain, having no rea .. 
sonable relation to a lawful Government 
use." He further states, "if under the thin 
mask of disposing of property the United 
States can enter the business of generating 
* * • and selling power * • * with 
the definite design to accompany industry 
wholly beyond the sphere marked out from 
time to time by the Constitution, an easy 
way has been found for breaking down the 
limitations • • • to guarantee protec
tion against aggression." 

Clearly, the holding of the majority of the 
Supreme Court constitutes constitutional 
amendment by judicial legislation. Now for 
a step further and as a natural consequence 
of the breakdown of constitutional barriers, 
let us analyze the holdings of the Court in 
its construction of the commerce clause to 
be found in the case of Wickard v. Filburn 
(317 U. S. 111) decided some 7 years later 
(1942). 

At this time there. had been adopted by 
Con·gress the Agricultural Adjustment Act of 
1938. It was amended in 1941, and this case 
has to do with the amendment of 1941. In 
this · case the defendant, Filburn, had for 
many years owned and operated a small farm 
fo Ohio. From this farm he obtained his liv
ing by selling cattie, milk, arid raising poul
try. To keep the farm operating properly, he 
raised a sniall acreage of winter wheat, which 
when sown "in the fall was ready for harvest 
in July. Of this small amount of wheat, he 
_would sell a portion of the crop to feed part 
of the poultry and livestock; another portion 
_of tpe crop he used for home consumption; 
the rest of the crop he kept for seeding for 
the ensuing year. Under the terms of the 
Agricultural Adjustment Act, an order .was. 
issued limiting Filburn to 11.1 acres for the 
raising of wheat and each acre. not to yield 
more than 20.1 bushels of wheat. Appar
ently, finding that he could not adequately 
operate his small farm on this arbitrary al-· 
lotment, he planted and sowed 23 acres of 

· his land with wheat and harvested from the 
excess acreage sown ( 11.9 acres) , excess 
bushels in the number of 239. Under the 
terms of the Agricultural Adjustment Act, 
he was now subject to a penalty of 49 cents 
a bus~l. or $117.11, and because of his re
_fusal or inability to pay the penalty, he was 
refused a marketing card. Obviously the 
effect of this was to put him out of business. 

The question of the constitutionality of 
this act was presented to the Supreme Court 
·and the Court affirmed the validity of the 

act on the ground that the act constituted 
a regulation of interstate commerce and as 
such was the exercise of a power authorized' 
to Congress. · · 

The validity of this act is justified by the 
Court in part in the following words: "The 
general scheme of the act is to control the 
volume moving in interstate and foreign 
commerce in order to avoid surpluses and 
shortages, and the consequent abnormal low 
or high wheat prices and obstructions to 
commerce." · 

The opinion also asserts the following con
clusion of the Court: "The question {con
stitutionality of the act) would merit little 
consideration since our decisions in United 
States v. Darby (312 U.S. 100) sustaining the 
Federal power to regulate production of goods 
for commerce, except for the fact that this 
act extends Federal regulation to production 
not intended in any .part for commerce b.ut 
wholly for consumption on the farm." 1a 

Can this be said to be anything other than 
judicial enlargement of constitutional pow
ers? And what has happened to the dual 
system of government contemplated by the 
Constitution in the face of this holding and 
the rights of the States and· the sovereign 
rights of the people clearly defined in the 
fundamental law? · 

Does i_t not bear out the -admonition and 
the warning emanating from the dissenting 
opinion of Justice McKenna, in the case of 
Block v. Hirsch (254 U. S. 458), in which the 
majority opinion of the Supreme Court af
firmed rent control of private property in the 
District of Columbia in 1921, in which Jus.'.. 
tice McKenna states" 'withstand beginnings• 
(Boyd v. United States (116 u. ·s. 616)). Who 
can know to what end they will conduct? 
The facts of this litigation point the 
'.warning." 

The decisions, of course, are replete with 
similar holdings on "implied" powers of Con~ 
gress relative to the commerce clause. How
ever, this trend of construction does not stop 
with the commerce clause. The same "lib
eral" attitude or drift is to be found in the 
construction by the Court of the power 
granted to Congress "the power to make 
treaties under the authority of the United 
States" (art. VI, sec. 2). 

Under the guise of a treaty with Canada 
protecting migratory birds, an act of Con
gress which standing alone was manifestly 
unconstitutional 14 now became the law of 
the land-(Missouri v. Holland (252 U. s. 416), 
opinion by Justice Holmes. But the conse
quence of this holding and subsequent hold
ings is so very far-reaching and so transcends 
constitutional grants that they can only be 
ad~quately treated in a separate discussion~ 

NINTH AND TENTH AMENDMENTS BEING 
NULLIFIED 

And so it is clearly apparent that the in
herent and sovereign rights of the people and 
the States, recognized and guaranteed in the 
pinth and tenth amendments of the Consti
tution have been inched away by congres
sional usurpation of power and authority, 
and that legislative exercise of power in this 
respect has been affirmed by the supreme 
tribunal. 

The great danger to be found in the wake 
of such expansion ~nd centralization of 
power is to~alitarial"lism and dictatorship. 
History is replete with the rise of false 
prophets motivated only by political success 
and desire for personal grandeur and per
sonal enthronement, who through the usur
pation of powers, will play to the platitudes 
of the masses and under the postulates of 

• 13 Wickard v. Filburn (317 U.S. 111, p. 123). 
• 14 United States v. Shauver (214 Fed. 154 
(1914)); Uni ted States v. Mccullagh (221 Fed. 
~88 ( 1915) ) ; State v. Sawyer ( 113 Maine 458 
(1915)); State v. Mccullagh (96 Kans. 786 
1915)). 
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democracy will not hesitate to seize ·power 
and ultimately annihilate the sovereign 
rights of the people. A most casual analysis 
of the Hitler regime, the Mussolini dictator
ship, the present Stalin bureaucracy advo
cating the· alleged supremacy of the prole
tariat, illustrates nicely and comprehensively 
the complete assassination of sovereign rights 
and free enterprise, and the consequential 
results of the doctrine of unlimited powers 
of Federal Government. 

Such a situation and such contingencies 
and uncertainties were most comprehend
ingly discussed by President William Harri
son in 1841, in succeeding to the Presidency 
and after the expiration of the office of 
Andrew Jackson. In his only message to 
Congress, after pointed comments in regard 
to the powers assumed by Andrew Jackson, 
he follows with this observation: 

"This is the old trick of those who usurp 
the government of their country. In the 
name of democracy they speak, warning the 
people against the influence of wealth and 
the danger of aristocracy. History, ancient 
and modern, is full of such examples. Caesar 
became the master of the Roman people and 
the senate under the pretense of supporting 
the democratic claims of the former against 
the aristocracy of the latter; Cromwell, in the 
character of the protector of the liberties 
of the people, became the dictator of Eng
land, and Bolivar possessed himself of un
limited power with the title of his coun
try's liberator. • • • The tendencies of 
all such governments in their decline is to 
monarchy, and the antagonistic principle to 
liberty there is spirit Qf faction-a spirit 
which assumes the character and in times 
of great excitement imposes itself upon the 

·people as the genuine spirit of freedom, and, 
like the false christs whose coming was fore
told by the Saviour, seeks to, and were it pos
si.ble, would impose upon the trui~ and most 
faithful disciples of liberty. It is in periods 
like this that it behooves the people to be 
most watchful of those to whom they have 
entrusted power." 

POLAND SOLD OUT AT YALTA 

Mr. SHEEHAN. Mr. Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent to address the House 
f ot 1 minute and to revise and · extend 
my remarks. 

The SPEAKER pro t.empore <Mr. 
PRIEST). Is there objection to the request 
of the gentleman from Illinois? 

There was no objection. 
Mr. SHEEHAN. Mr. Speaker, the 

month of February brings to mind many 
dates of which the American people are 
justly proud, such as Washington's and 
Lincoln's birthdays. 

However, this week marks the anni
versary of a date on which America can 
lower her head in shame. We are not 
proud to remember that 6 years ago the 
now infamous Yalta agreement was 
drawn up by the architects of our pres
ent foreign policy, one of the chief ad
visers being Alger Hiss. 

Yesterday marked the day that the 
Democratic Party, the Hisses, the New 
Deal, the Fair Deal-yes, even the 
"queer deal"-sold Poland into slavery 
and paved the way for the enslavement 
of eight more European nations and per
mitted the Soviet Empire to become · a 
great world force. They turned the 
Polish people over to communism; they 
covered up the facts of the Katyn mas
sacre for many years where many thou
sands of Polish officers were wantonly 
massacred: they put religion on the 
chopping block to such an extent tpat 

the feature news story in last Sunday's 
Catholic News reported: 

"The curtailments suffered by the church 
in Poland during 1950 were among the worst 
in its 1,000-year history." 

In my own city of Chicago the great 
majority of Polish people in the past 
hcwe supported the Democratic Party. 
Why does not the Democratic Party de
mand just treatment and renounce the 
sell-out of Poland? Why does not this 
Democratic Party right the wrongs of 
Yalta? Why? Because they will not 

· admit their own blunders, and it will 
have to remain for the Republican Party 
to restore decency and confidence in our 
foreign relations, and to restore Poland 
to its rightful place among the great na
tions of the world. 

THE BOXCAR SITUATION IN THE 
MIDWEST 

Mr. H. CARL ANDERSEN. Mr. 
Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to ad
dress the House for 1 minute and to 
revise and extend my remarks. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there 
objection to the request of the gentleman 
from Minnesota? 

There was no objection. 
Mr. H. CARL ANDERSEN. Mr. 

Speaker, the boxcar situation throughout 
the Midwest is again becoming very bad 
and especially has it been aggravated by 
the switchmen's strike. I have today 
introduced H. R. 2517, which would give 
to the Interstate Commerce Commission 
the power to regulate the rental charges 
on boxcars which, for example, 1eave 
our area in the Midwest with a load of 
grain or lumber for an eastern destina
tion. Eastern lines then used these cars 
day after day instead of returning them 
immediately to their home railroads in 
the West and Midwest. Consequently, 
at times, some of our railroads in the 
Midwest have 30 percent of their box
cars doing shuttle service at $1. 75 ;;i, day 
on the eastern lines, instead of being re
turned for another long haul. By rais
ing the rental to a reasonable figure, the 
Interstate Commerce Commission can 
regulate the use of these cars and pre
vent chaotic conditions occurring . peri
odically in the great grain-producing 
areas of our Nation. I hope the mem
bership will help in getting this legisla
tion adopted. It will save from spoilage 
and wastage millions of bushels of high
moisture-content grain annually. · 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
time of the gentleman from Minnesota 
has expired. · 

TWO RELATED INCIDENTS 

Mr. KEATING. Mr. Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent to address the House 
for 1 minute and to revise and extend 
my remarks. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore·. Is there 
objection to the request of the gentle
man from New York? 

There was no objection. 
Mr. KEATING. Mr. Speake:fll, two 

events took place yesterday which should 
have a definite relation with each other 
in the minds of th~ American public. 

One was the successful effort of the 
Republican minority to achieve a greater 

degreee of realism in the reciprocal trade 
agreements program; and the. other, the 
conviction in New York City of William 
W. Remington for perjury involving de
nial of his Communist affiliations. 

While I do not charge that the negoti
ation of trade agreements with other 
countries, handled or at least dominated 
by the State Department, has been dic
tated by unpatriotic motives, the evi
dence is conclusive that disloyal elements 
have wormed their way into this crucial 
governmental activity. Certainly, case 
after case can be cited where the United 
States negotiators displayed far deeper 
concern over 'the welfare of foreign in
dustries and those employed in them 
than they did over American businesses 
and American working men and women. 

International trade is vitally impor
tant to the prosperity and well being of 
the people of this country. If trade 
agreements· are conscientiously arrived 
at and scrupulously administered in ac
cordance with the protective provisions 
now incorporated in the Reciprocal 
Trade Agreements Act and all parties 
concerned sincerely bend their efforts 
toward making it work, many of the evils 
and injustices which have resulted from 
the present program can be eliminated 
without impairment, indeed with an in
crease in the volume _of international 
trade :flowing in both , directions. 

It is regrettable that the attitude of 
the administration leaders who spon
sored the bill before us yesterday made it· 
necessary to water down the amendment 
offered by the gentleman from Wiscon
sin [Mr. BYRNES] to withdraw the appli
cation of reduced tariffs and other con
cessions which have been granted to 
imports from Russia, Red China and 
other Communist dominated countries. 
At least the minority members of the 
Committee on Ways and Means did suc
ceed in convincing the Majority that they 
should not throw a road block in the way 
of the effort to stop the State Depart
ment from championing the grant of 
such concessions to Communist coun
tries in the future. 

Probably no one in Congress knows 
what goes on behind the scenes in prep
aration for these international trade 
conferences or what takes place at the 
.conferences themselves. Contrary to the 
practice of other countries, Members of 
the United States Congress are excluded 
from participation in these conclaves. 

We do know that in many instances 
damaging, sometimes fatal, concessions 
have been made by our representatives. 
We also know that the personnel of some 
of· our negotiators was, in many in
stances, not such as to commend them to 
the confidence of the American people. 

The insidious inftuence of Alger Hiss in 
international conferences has been re.:. 
peatedly emphasized. -Now we have the 
case of William W. Remington, who 
stands convicted of having lied when he 
said he was not a member of the Com• 
munist Party. 

It is important for us to remember, and 
for the American public constantly to
bear · in mind, the high official positions 
which Remington held and the influence 
upon international trade matters which 
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he necessarily exerted. Let me refresh 
your recollection as to the high posts in 
Government which he held. 

When he testified in July of 1948 be
fore the Senate Committee on Expendi
tures, he had previously been a staff 
member of the President's Council of 
Economic Advisers with offices in the 
White House and the assistant execu
tive secretary of a committee headed by 
Mr. Harriman, with offices in the White 
House, and was at that time the director 
of the export program staff of the Office 
of International Trade, Department of 
Commerce. In this last capacity he was 
directly . under Mr. Thomas C. Blaisdell, 
the Assistant Secretary of Commerce for 
foreign and domestic commerce. 

It should not be necessary · for the 
Congress of the United States to be re
quired by legislation to direct, as they 
did yesterday, that the executive agen
cies shall endeavor to protect American 
interests when they negotiate trade 
treaties and that they shall not grant 
reduced tariffs and other concessions to 
Communist-controlled countries. But 
unfortunately, bitter experience has dic
tated the necessity for such protective 
amendments. 

On the very day Congress steps in to 
protect American interests, a dramatic 
illustration of one of the reasons for 
this action is furnished by this conviction 
in a court of law of one of our highest 
placed experts in international trade. 

PARLIAMENTARY INQUIRY 

Mr. HOFFMAN of Michigan. Mr. 
Speaker, a parliamentary inquiry. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
gentleman will state it. 

Mr. HOFFMAN . of Michigan. Mr. 
Speaker, the gentleman stated some
thing about an amendment being 
adopted yesterday by the Republican 
minority. Did not that amendment re
ceive support from the majority side? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
gentleman does not state a parliamen
tary inquiry. The RECORD speaks for it
self, as to what took place on the floor 
of the House. 

THE TREASURY AND THE FEDERAL 
RESERVE BOARD 

Mr. JAVITS. Mr. Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent to address the House 
for 1 minute and to revise and extend my 
remarks. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there 
objection t.J the request of the gentle
man from New York? 

There was no objection. 
Mr. JAVITS. Mr. Speaker, in the 

current controversy between the Treas
ury and the Federal Reserve Board it is 
the people who are getting burned. One 
of the things we said about this emer
gency was that there was not to \;le busi
ness as usual or politics as usual. I 
think it is time to end politics in this 
situation and have the Treasury and 
Federal Reserve Board get together to 
answer these questions: Shall the inter
est on the national debt be a billion or 
so dollars less, which makes the budget 
look better; or shall inflation be dealt 
a real blow by dealing with the infla
tionary expansion of bank credit at. its 

source? Let us remember that such 
inflation can cost our people many times 
in billions of dollars of purchasing power 
what additional expenditure would be 
involved in somewhat higher interest 
rates on some Government bond issu-es·. 

Normally the people are entitled to 
low-interest rates and that is in the 
long-range interest of the United States. 
We are in grave danger from inflation 
now and reasonable people will not ob
ject to measures to halt it so that we 
may indeed again be able to take up the 
forward march to normal economic con
ditions and low interest rates. But if 
one of these parties wins an absolute 
victory-and that is the Treasury..-:.they 
are going to go off in one direction with
out the Federal Reserve Board with 
what may well prove a disservice to the 
pzople. The time has come for compro
mise, we need the Treasury and Federal 
Reserve Board unified · on policy. It 
would be a service to the people if the 
President "called off the dogs" and both 
parties got together and inflation at
tributable to vast additions to the money 
supply and public credit was dealt a body 
blow now. The people will understand 
that saving somewhat on interest pay
ments on national debt in such circum
stances would be penny wise and pound 
foolish. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
time of the gentleman has expired. 

THE ST. LAWRENCE SEAWAY 

Mr. POTTER. Mr. Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent to address the House 
for 1 minute and to revise and extend 
my remarks. 

The SPEAKER pro tempo re <Mr. 
PRIEST). Is there objection to the re
quest of the gentleman from Michigan? 

There was no objection. 
Mr. POTTER. Mr. Speaker, for sev

eral decades it has been evident that the 
St. Lawrence seaway and power project 
will make a substantial addition to the 
economic strength of Canada and the 
United States. By removing the nar
row bottleneck-created by rapids in the 
St. Lawrence River-between Ogdens
burg, N. Y., and Montreal-a distance of 
114 miles-a 2,347-mile deepwater chan
nel between the Great Lakes and the At
lantic Ocean will be opened. Chicago, 
Detroit, Milwaukee, Toledo, Duluth, and 
other Great Lakes cities will become 
ocean ports. Great transportation sav
ings will result throughout the area 
when the midwest finally receives its 
Panama Canal. 

As part of the dual-purpose develop
ment of the St. Lawrence River, a power 
project, the equivalent of a Grand 
Coulee, will be made available. The site 
of this power development is at Massena, 
N. Y. Shared equally by Canada and 
the United States, the 13,000,000,000-
kilowatt-hours of electric energy gen
erated annually will go far to alleviate 
the critical power situation facing East
ern Canada and the New York-New Eng
land region. 

The present legislation calls for the 
project to be self-liquidating. Tolls are 
to be charged on the waterway. The 
State of New York is to pay for the power 

facilities, which will be turned over to 
that State. Thus, the taxpayers do not 
bear the ultimate burden of the costs of 
the St. Lawrence development. 

The present· world crisis serves to em
phasize the urgency of getting started on 
the St. Lawrence project. The Joint 
Chiefs of Staff, the Joint Board for De
fense, Canada and the United States, and 
the Defense Department, have all taken 
the view that the St. Lawrence develop
ment is needed for the security of Can
ada and the United States. 

But most important of all to our na
tional security is the need for the St. 
Lawrence sea way to provide a protected 
waterway to transport Labrador iron ore 
to Great Lakes steel mills. 

Over a 50-year period, and through 
two world wars, the mines around Lake 
Superior have supplied most of the Na
tion's iron ore. But now, the huge re
serves of high-grade ore in the area are 
seriously depleted. The demands of the 
present mobilization period will make 
new inroads on our declining domestic 
reserves of ore. By .1960 we shall be 
farced to import a very substantial por
tion of the iron ore required by our steel 
~ills. Labrador ore provides the only 
major continental source of high-grade 
ore to supplement our dwindling domes
tic supplies. 

The St. Lawrence seaway is urgently 
needed to make it possible to bring Lab
rador iron ore in over a protected inland 
route rather than over exposed ocean 
routes, subject to enemy submarine at
tack. 

Moreover, the inexpensive waterway 
transportation will have a stabilizing 
effect on industry in the Middle West. 
If the sea way is not · constructed, the 
steel industry and associated industries 
will tend to migrate to coastal areas to · 
take advantage of cheap tidewater 
transportation of foreign iron ores. The 
resulting economic decline of the Mid
west, and the further concentration of 
industry on our exposed East and Gulf 
coasts, will adversely affect the security 
of the Nation. 

Both the power and navigation facil
ities of the St. Lawrence project are ur
gently needed for the national security 
of Canada and the United States. Fur
ther delay in undertaking the St. Law
rence project must not be tolerated. 
CONVICTION OF WILLIAM W. REMINGTON 

Mr. JACKSON of California. Mr. 
Speaker, . I ask unanimous consent to 
address the House for 1 minute and to 
revise and extend my remarks. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there 
objection to the request of the gentle
man from California? 

There was no objection. 
Mr. JACKSON of California. Mr. 

Speaker, another red herring has finally 
been laid to rest. This time it is the 
case of William W. Remington, the 
$10,000-a-year Commerce Department 
economist who was found guilty last 
night of perjury. What the verdict 
amounts to, of course, is a finding that 
Remington has been a member of the 
gang of Communist spies, saboteurs, and 
traitors in high Government positions 
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who have been serving the cause of 
Russia for many years. 

· We should draw two lessons from the 
Remington verdict. First, it is a sad 
commentary on the President's so-caned 
loyalty program. In February 1949, 
many months after espionage charges 
had been made against Remington, the 
President's Loyalty Review Board cleared 
hfm and awarded him $5,00Q in back 
pay to cover the period of his suspension. 
One of the many astounding aspects of 
the Board's action was the later adlnis
sion by its chairman. Seth Richardson, 
that it had never bothered to study the 
testimony ·about Remington that had 
been deve1oped by a Senate in estigat
ing committee during the Eightieth 
Congress, even after that testimony had 
been transmitted to the Board for its 
especial consideration. This Mr. Rich
ardson is, of course, the same man whom 
Mr. Truman has recently nominated to 
be chairman of the new Subversive Ac
tivities Control Beard. By this ·action 
in the Remington case alone, Mr. Rich
ardson has disqualified himself for any 
such important position. 

The second lesson from the Reming
ton verdict is that it proves the impor
tance of the work of congressional in
vestigating committees in ferreting out 
disloyalty. The Remington ca!:e was 
developed in its early stages by the 
House Un-American Activities Commit
tee, as was the Alger Hiss case. Luckily, 
these committees did not believe that the 
stench from the Remington and other 
cases were just the odor of "red her
ring," as President Truman wise-cracked 
repeatedly. 
EFFICIENT USE OF MILITARY PERSONNEL 

Mr. FORD. Mr. Speaker, I ask unani
mous consent t.o address the House for 
1 minute and to revise and ex.tend my 
remarks. 

The SPEAKER pro te.mPore. ls there 
objection to the request of the gentleman 
from Michigan? 

There was no objection. 
Mr. FORD. Mr. Speaker, General 

Marshall and bis advisers are advocating 
that Congress approve legislation for the 
dratting of 18-year-olds. This legisla
tion might not be necessary and veter
ans of World War U would not be re
called to active duty if the Department 
of Defense would only use the available 
manpower e:tnciently and economically. 

A recent communication from a GI on 
duty clearly indicates the Army is not. 
doing the job effectively. A corporal was 
recalled to active duty in November. He 
spent 2 weeks at Port Sheridan in Illi
nois. From there he was shipped to Ta
coma, Wash., where he remained 2 weeks. 
Then a shift back east to Percy Jones 
Hospital in Battle Creek, Mich., for duty. 
Approximately a month later be received 
orders to report to his new duty, back 
again at Ta.coma, Wash .. 

This GI will have traveled approxi
mately 10,000 miles in 3 months. From 
Fort Sheridan, Ill., to Battle Creek, Mich., 
is about 140 miles but under Army orders 
he traveled to the west coast and back 
again. 

The American people need to have con
fidence in the Department of Defense, 

but they are properly disturbed by such 
unsound personnel policies: 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The time 
of the gentleman from Michigan has ex
pired. 

SPECIAL ORDER GRANTED 

Mr. SMITH ()f Wisconsin asked and 
was given permission to address the 
House for 00 minutes on Wednesday next. 
following the disposition of the legisla
tive program and any special orders 
heretofore entered. 
NEWS R g PORTS AND COMMENTARIES 

· PREE OF LABOR INFLUENCE 

Mr. VAIL. Mr. Speaker, I ask unani
mous consent to address the House for 
1 minute and to revise and extend my 
remarks and include a copy of a bill I 
am today int roducing. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there 
objection to the request of the gentleman 
from Illinois? 

There was no objection. 
Mr. VAIL. Mr. Speaker, I am intro

ducing today a bill that has for its pur
pose the preservation to the American 
public of its right to news reports and 
commentaries, free from the infiuence 
that can be exerted by national labor 
organizations upon their membership. 

Under this measure I propose to ex
clude fr.om the provisions of section 9 
of the National Labor Relations Act of 
1947, as amended, all employees of news
papers or periodicals, and an others, di
rectly involved in gathering and presen
tation of marketed public information. 

Freedom of the p1·ess is one of our 
constitutional guaranties, recognized as 
vital to our national security. However, 
it cannot be contradicted that no real 
freedom of the press can exist, no com
plete honesty of presentation can be as
sured, and no genuine, well-founded 
public confidence can be reposed in 
reportorial accuracy if individuals who 
develop and phrase news that shapes 
public opinion are subject to economic 
pressure from sources having vital and 
widely varied interest in news content. 

It would seem obvious that the news 
reporter under the impression his work
ing conditions have been or could be im
proved by membership in a union 
through its affiliation with a national 
labor organization ·or who can. under 
certain circumstances, be deprived of his 
means of livelihood under the rules of 
such organization cannot fail to be in
fiuenced in some degree by reason of the 
relationship. 

Sound public policy demands forth
right presentation of news. The Amer
ican press must function freely, safe 
from even the suspicion of undercover 
utilization of power over reportorial 
staffs by labor organizations for the pur
pose of directing public thought through 
news coloration nor should even the sus
picion exist that such organizations 
could, through friendly relations estab
lished by mutual interests restrict or 
prevent publication of unfavorable in
formation. 

Public policy has decreed that Fed
eral, State and municipal employees be 
excluded from the provisions of the act. 
Surely to no less a degree can exclusion 
be justified of that group that is charged 

With the great responsibility of report
ing the news for · public consumption 
on which the opinions formed by our 
American citizenry are predicated. 

The fourth estate has its proud tra
ditions. It constitutes a field of service 
that affords great opportunity and at
tracts men and women of exceptional 
talent. Its very nature and its exacting 
requirements insures for them adequate 
compensation and fair working condi
tions. Clearly, an alliance of newsmen 
with any organization having a vital 
sel"ish interest in news content is con
tary to public interest and a departure 
from traditional reportorial independ
ence. 

It should be made clear that this bill 
is not to be interpreted as accusatory ln 
the sense that it is prompted by the back 
record. The intent is purely to safe
guard to the greatest possible degree 
vital publ~c interest in open-minded 
news presented. 
· My bill reads as follows: 

H. R. 2516 
A bill to deny the benefits of the Ne.tional 

Labor Relations Act to any labor organiza
tion whose membership includes certain 
employees of newspapers and periodicals 
Be it enacted, etc., That section 9 of the 

National Labor Relations Act, as amended, 
is hereby amended by adding at the end 
thereof the follow1ng new subsection: 

"'i) No investi!iation shall be made by 
· the Board of any question affecting com
merce concerning the representation of em
ployees, raised by a labor organization under 
subsection (c) of this section, no petition 
filed by a labor organ.ization under section 
9 ( e) (I) shall be entertained, and no com
plaint shall be issued pursuant to a charge 
made by a labor organization under subsec
tion (b) of section 10, if such labor organ
ization is an affiliate or constituent unit of 
any national or international labor orga;n
ization and includes among its officers or 
members any individual employed by a news
paper or other periodical as a writer, re
porter, correspondent, or commentator, or 
in any oth'?r capacity which is directly in
volved in the gathering or presentation of 
news." 

PACKED APPROPRIATION 
SUBCOMMITTEES 

Mr. TABER. Mr. Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent to address the House 
for 1 minute and to revise and extend 
my remarks. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there 
objection to the request of the gentle
man from New York? 

There was no. objection. 
Mr. TABER. Mr. Speaker, the Appro

priations Committee met yesterday and 
organized 1 month after the organization 
of the House. I want to call the atten
tion of the House to one of the most 
shocking examples of packing commit
tees that I have ever witnessed in my 28 
years in Congress. 

Although the historic ratio between 
majority and minority members has been 
3 to 2, the Democrats yesterday packed 
two subcommittees of the Appropriations 
Committee at a 5-to-2 ratio, and three 
other subcommittees at 4-to-2 ratio. 

I want to call attention to the fact 
that the five committees which have been 
stacked are committees where any sub
stantial savings in the budget this year 
must be made. With Republicans hav-
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ing 46 percent of the membership of the 
House, it is impossible for me to reconcile 
the fact that we received only 29 per
cent representation on two committees 
and only 33 % percent representation on 
three others. 

I can only conclude that it is the in
tention of the committee chairman, Mr. 
CANNON, and the Democratic leadership 
of this House to ignore public demand 
for economy and to protect the bureau
crats in their spend-as-usual programs. 
If Mr. CANNON wants to be the pallbearer 
for the Democratic Party, who am I to 
stop him? I can only tell this House 
that the Republican members will work 
with all the energy they possess to hold 
every non-defense-appropriation item to 
only essentials. But I must tell the 
House that Republicans cannot be held 
responsible for appropriations voted by 
stacked committees. 

Mr. STEFAN. Mr. Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent to address the House 
for 1 minute and to revise and extend 
my remarks. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there 
objection to the request of the gentle
man from Nebraska? 

There was no objection. 
Mr. STEFAN. Mr. Speaker, as mem

bers of the Subcommittee on State, Jus
tice, Commerce, and Judiciary Appro
priations, my colleague from Ohio [Mr. 
CLEVENGER] and myself find that sub
committee has been stacked against us 
5 to 2. For the life of me, I cannot 
understand what the chairman and the 
Democratic members of the committee 
hope to gain by such tactics. I know 
that the people of my district, and I am 
confident that the entire population of 
this country, want a maximum of econ
omy, particularly in nondefense items, 
during this crisis when they are asked 
to submi~ to taxes until it hurts. 

There is simply no justification for 
this arbitrary action unless it be that 
the Democratic Party wants to commit 
suicide. If the Democratic Party wishes 
to extinguish itself, it has picked a cer
tain way to do it because the responsi
bility for any extravagance during this 
critical year will lie squarely on that 
party. . 

As a member of the committee, I will, 
of course, spend every hour that I can 
in efforts to effect the economies that 
we must have if this Nation is to remain 
secure, and I know that I express the 
sentiment of all 20 Republican members 
of the Appropriations Committee. But 
I cannot accept responsibility when I 
am not permitted to share in it. 

Mr. JENSEN. Mr. Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent to address the House 
for 1 minute and to revise a!ld extend 
my remarks. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there 
objection to the request of the gentle
man from Iowa? 

There was no objection. 
Mr. JENSEN. Mr. Speaker, as a mem

ber of one of the committees that has in 
effect been stacked 5 to 2 in favor of reck
less spending, I rise to join the gentle
man from New York [Mr. TABER] and 
the gentleman from ~ebraska [Mr. 
STEFAN] in this protest. We on the sub
committee for the Interior have worked 

long hours in the past to do the best job 
possible. What justification there can be 
for this procedure, short of protecting 
the bureaucrats and spenders, I do not 
know. I will promise the House this 
much: My colleague the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania [Mr. FENTON] and myself 
will do the best we can, even though we 
may be outvoted 5 to 2, and I further 
promise that if substantial reductions 
are not made-and I have very little 
hope that they will be made-we will 
bring amendments to the floor that will 
give this House.,-with its 54-46-percent 
ratio representation-a chance to do 
the job. 

COMMITTEE ON APPROPRIATIONS 

Mr. PHILLIPS. Mr. Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent to address the House 
for 1 minute. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there 
objection to the request of the gentleman 
from California? 

There was no objection. 
Mr. PHILLIPS. Mr."Speaker, I think 

the comments made by the distinguished 
ranking minority member of the Com
mittee on Appropriations [Mr. TABER] 
and other Republican members of that 
committee today are of interest to every
body in the entire United States. They 
show an organization plan in the com
mittee which can be directed to only one 
thing; that is, to the protection of spend
ing as against saving. 

I am also interested in the fact that 
the Subcommittee on Agriculture, a basic 
commodity of the United States, a great 
industry of the United States, is to be 
placed by the committee chairman and 
the majority members of the Committee 
on Appropriations in the same category 
as the Committee on the District of 
Columbia. 
· ·Mr. H. CARL ANDERSEN. Mr. 
Speaker, will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. PHILLIPS. I yield to the gentle-
man from Minnesota. · 

Mr. H. CARL ANDERSEN. I pro
tested to the gentleman from Missouri 
[Mr. CANNON] against treating the Sub
committee on Agriculture in that fashion 
yesterday. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
time of the gentleman from California 
has expired. 

SUBVERSIVES 

Mr. DONDERO. Mr. Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent to address the House 
for 1 minute. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there 
objection to the request of the gentle
man from Michigan? . 

There was no objection. 
Mr. DONDERO. Mr. Speaker, a few 

minutes ago reference was made to the 
Remington and Hiss cases. Both Rem
ington and Hiss were cleared by loyalty 
boards. These cases bring to my mind 
another case. 

I refer to the case of George Shaw 
Wheeler, a man whose record I exposed 
on this floor several years ago. I was 
severely criticized and smeared at the 
time because it was stated that the man 
had been cleared by three loyalty boards. 
A little over a year ago this same man 
1·epudiated the United States and sought 
asylum behind the iron curtain under 

Russian protection. A man who was edu
cated in this countty and given every 
opportunity the same as any other cit
izen repudiated the country of his birth 
and the land that gave him opportunity 
and education. 

This brings me to another point. This 
Nation does not yet know the debt of 
gratitude we owe the able and distin
guished gentleman from Mississippi, 
Hon. JOHN RANKIN, for the part he played 
in establishing the Committee on Un
American Activities. That committee 
examined the records of Alger Hiss and 
Remington and their questionable con
nections. The function of this commit
tee is to examine the records of people 
of this type for security reasons, and it 
has done excellent and valuable work. 

Mr. JUDD. Mr. Speaker, I ask unani
mous consent to address the House for 1 
minute. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there 
objection to t:Le request of the gentleman 
from Minnesota? 

There was no objection. 
Mr. JUDD. Mr. Speaker, the convic

tion of William Remington for perjury 
in connection with his membership in the 
Communist Party has another lesson 
which I think ought to be pointed out. 
It has to do with the reliability of Miss 
Elizabeth Bentley, Whittaker Chambers, 

· and Louis Budenz. These three indi
viduals, against whom every possible 
smear has been directed in an effort to 
discredit them and destroy confidence in 
them have been demonstrated to be ac
curate i:i every case that could be con
firmed or disproved by additional evi
dence. In every case thus far where it 
has been possible to establish the .truth 
about persons whom any one of the 
three has said he knew as a member of 
the Communist apparatus, their testi
mony has been proved true. I think the 
country owes a debt of gratitude to them 
for their willingness, when subpenaed, 
tc go back into their own past and bring 
out some thing which they naturally 
would rather have kept secret in order 
to do their duty to their country now 
and try to atone· for the harm they c;lid 
their country in the past. 

What about the other persons-be
sides Hiss, Remington, Wadleigh, Press
man, and so forth-whom Bentley, Bu
denz, and Chambers have said they knew 
as members of the Communist Party, and 
whom loyalty boards or Senate commit
tees have cleared? It seems to me that 
all of us who are sworn to defend our 
country against all enemies, foreign and 
domestic, must assume that such accused 
persons are suspect until proved other
wise and must govern ourselves accord
ingly. When deciding whom we are to 
believe, the record clearly indicates we 
can and should believe the three above
named witnesses who have consistently 
been proved right rather than the loy
alty boards who have so often been, 
wrong, to the detriment of our national 
interests. 

FREEDOM FOR POLAND 

Mr. PHILBIN. Mr. Speaker, I a.sk 
unanimous consent to address the House 
for 1 minute, and to revise and extend 
my remarks. 
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The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there 

objection to the request of the gentle
man from Massachusetts ? 

There was no objection. 
Mr. PHILBIN. Mr. Speaker, I think it 

is quite appropriate that we should today 
recall the unconscionable agreements 
made at Yalta, from which emanated 
such unspeakable grief, injustice, tur
moil, and current threats of war. Much 
of the strife and discord that exist in the 
world today can be traced to Yalta. 
Certainly the predominance, which the 
Soviets have achieved in world polity, 
is lastingly attributable to Yalta and 
similar concessions and app~asements. 

One of the most shameful of all chap
ters in the Yalta handbook was the be
trayal of Poland. M~ny times I have 
characterized. that action as one of the 
great crimes of history and that is just 
what it is. 

The idea of casually consigning into 
slavery the great and noble Polish peo
ple, with centuries of historic love for 
liberty and sacrifice from freedom, is 
monstrous. For my part, I have never 
acknowledged the validity of the agree
ments reached at Yalta, affecting the 
Polish and other free nations with simi
larly fine traditions, who were entitled 
to the same benefit of the principles 
enunciated in the Atlantic Charter, as 
other nations in the world. 

I again make another emphatic and 
vigorous protest against the enslave
ment of the Polish people and ask this 
Government and this Congress to take 
a stand in favor of their deliverance from 
the tyranny of the Soviets. I ask that 
relief in the name, not only of Poland 
alone, but of Lithuania and other nations 
suffering under serfdom, and in the 
name of the millions who sacrificed so 
bitterly in order that freedom might be 
made a reality but whose sacrifices have . 
been nullified up to this point by diplo
matic blunders. 

SUBVERSIVES 

Mr. REECE of Tennessee. Mr. Speak-' 
er, I ask unanimous consent to address 
the House for 1 minute. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there 
objection to the request of the gentle
man from Tennessee? 

There was no objection. 
Mr. REECE of Tennessee. Mr. Speak

er, when, in 1946 as chafrman of the 
Republican National Committee, I made 
speeches on the platform and on the 
radio pointing out that Communists, 
fellow travelers, and subversives had in
sinuated themselves into positions of im
portance in the Government service and 
I named Alger Hiss and William Rem
ington as examples, I was castigated, 
cartooned, and reviled extensively in the 
press. While no one takes satisfaction 
in seeing harm come to any individual, 
there is consolation that the records of 
some of these subversives are finally 
being established in the courts of our 
land. I am satisfied there are many 
others still in positions of inftuence. 

UN-AMERICAN ACTIVITIES 

Mr. KERSTEN of Wisconsi'1. Mr. 
Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to 
address the House for 1 minute and to 
i·evise and extend my remarks. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there 
objection to the •request of the gentle
man from Wisconsin? 

There was no objection. 
Mr. KERSTEN of Wisconsin. Mr. 

Speaker, apropos of what some of the 
honorable gentlemen have said regard
ing the Remington conviction, particu
larly the gentleman from Minnesota 
[Mr. JunnJ regarding the attack made 
on people like Whittaker Chambers and 
Louis Budenz, I recall about 7 or 8 
months ago when Louis Budenz appeared 
before a Senate committee and gave 
very strong testimony against one ·or the 
State Department policy advisers, Owen 
Lattimore. And, I recall that within a 
very few days thereafter a vicious attack 
was made against Louis Budenz on the 
Senate ftoor in an administration effort 
to protect Mr. Lattimore. It was a dis
graceful thing. It was the type of thing 
that has brought us to the bad situation 
we are in today, not listening to the 
truth, trying to cover up some of the mis
takes and some of the traitorous acts of 
people like Alger Hiss in the Govern
ment service and the pro-Communist ad
vice of professors like Owen Lattimore 
called in to shape the thinking of Secre
tary Acheson in the disastrous far east
ern policy that led to Korea. 

COMMITTEE ON APPROPRIATIONS 

Mr. HOFFMAN of Michigan. Mr. 
Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to ad
dress the House for 1 minute and to re
vise and extend my remarks. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there 
objection to the request of the gentle
man from Michigan. 

There was no objection. 
Mr. HOFFMAN of Michigan. Mr. 

Speaker, my real purpose in remaining 
here is to listen later on to the gentle
man from Minnesota [Mr. AUGUST H. 
ANDRESEN]. But, while waiting for that, 
permit me to suggest to the members of 
the Committee on Appropriations, the 
Republicans, that you should not be too 
greatly grieved about the fact that they 
have stacked those subcommittees 
against you. In the last session the 
Committee on Expenditures in the Exec
utive Departments had 18 New Dealers-
no, I guess it was 5 Democrats, 13 New 
Dealers, and but 7 Republicans. Being 
on that committee I considered that 
ratio something of a compliment. Seven 
Republicans equal to 5 Democrats plus 15 
Truman Democrats, made me feel fairly 
good. So, my Republica·n colleagues on 
the Appropriations Committee do not 
grieve too much about it. Moreover, the 
Democrats were only trying to establish 
unity, and to do it by excluding the 
greatest possible number of Republicans 
from the committee and the subcom
mittees. 

There is however a matter of prin
ciple involved in this situation and un
less we are willing to ignore our duty to 
the Republican Party, abandon our faith 
in the two-party system we should take 
immediate aggressive action to right the 
wrong, to protect our colleagues on the 
Appropriations Committee. 

In my judgment a resolution should be 
offered to the House instructing the 
chairman of the Committee on Appro-

priations or the committee itself to ap
point new subcommittees, the member
fhip of which should be divided between 
Democrats and Republicans in as near 
as possible to the same ratio that exists 
in the House. 

That has been the custom in the years 
gone by, it is fair and just. There is no 
reason why the chairman of that com
mittee should be permitted to punish 
members wh0 voted against his pet idea 
of the way appropriation bills should be 
handled. 

If the Republican leadership does not 
off er such a bill I shall do so. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, I wish to talk about 
another subject. 

Today, the Army, which has been in 
nominal charge of certain railroads since 
last August, issued an order which calls 
upon the striking employees to go back 
to work when called, unless they can 
show that tbey are really ill. If the 
strikers do. not comply with this order, 
which was signed by Assistant Army Sec
retary Karl R. Bendetsen, they will be 
discharged-lose their jobs as railway 
employees. 

The order states that, twice since last 
P_ugust, "a relatively small group of over 
one million employees have violated the 
law of the land." 

I do not know whether this relatively 
small group of railway employees has 
violated the law of the land, but I do 
know that some of them have disobeyed 
court orders and that the effect of the 
transportation tie-up which they have 
brought about has prevented the ship
ment of needed munitio~s of war to the 
men who are fighting abroad; it has in
terfer ~d with the movement of con
scripted men to their training camps. 
It has prevented some men, who have 
served abroad, making visits to their 
families. • 

Twice, impartial mediation boards, 
appointed by the ?resident under the 
law, have found that the demands of 
the railroad men were not justified, 
shou~d not be granted. 

On the last occasion, a mediation 
board, if my understanding is correct, 
recommended a raise of 18 cents an hour 
for the yardman, and 5 cents an hour 
for the roadmen. This recommenda
tion was accepted by the railroads and 
by the officers of the union. Notwith
standing this agreement, some of the 
crews went on strikes and transportation · 
was, for the second time, tied up. 

The Army order anounces an interim 
wage increase of 12 % cents an hour for 
the yardmen, or 5 % cents less than was 
recommended by the Mediation Board; 
and 5 cents an hour, or the same increase 
that was recommended, for the road
men. 

One thing is certain-all too long, 
small groups in various unions which 
to a large extent are employed in activi
ties supplying transnortation, light, fuel 
and water to the public have been per
mitted to enforce their demands through 
strikes. 

It has long been my contention that 
no group, either of workers er industrial
ists, should be permitted to follow a 
course which interfered with the health, 
welfare or safety of the public. · 
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·The soundness of this · contention · is 

apparent when we remember that the 
rates charged by public utilities, by com
panies furnishing the services above re
ferred to, are often fixed by either State 
or Federal authorities. 

It may be, as has sometimes been 
charged, that in the past these strikes 
have been brought about by Communists 
working from within the unions. We do 
know that the CIO, in recent months 
has, as a matter of self-protection, bee~ 
forced to expel a numbel' of its affiliates 
because Communists had acquired con
trol of those unions. · 
1 It would be absurd, it would be foolish 
to charge that strikes as a whole are in~ 
stigated or carried on by Communists, 
for there are few-but the few very 
powerful-Communists in unions. · 

There is strong reason to suspect that 
some, desiring the socialism of public 
utilities, have instigated, do lend support 
to, these strikes, in the hope that the 
Government will be forced to take over 
the companies operating these public 
utilities. 

No doubt, some who wish the Govern
ment to take over are of the opinion 
that, when the Government secures con
trol, then the unions, through P.olitical 
pressure and political alliance with those 
in authority, will find it easy to make 
good their demands for either shorter 
hours or. increased compensation. 

Few there are who believe that ·any 
man should be forced to work at a job 
other than one of his own choosing. It 
is equally true that no man should be 
perm.itted to be · a dog in ·the manger, 
that is, to refuse to work at a job which 
did not suit him, where the compensa-· 
tion was not to his liking, and, in addi
tion, prevent anyone else from working 
at that job. That sort of a position can
not be maintained in a free America. 

A remedy? ·The remedy is simple if 
the facts are given consideration. 

Unions have obtained a position of 
power because, and only because, the · 
Congress has given unions and union 
members certain special privileges and 
benefits denied to nonunion members: 

When the unions or the members of 
such unions ref use to exercise those pow
ers wisely and judiciously, when they use· 
those powers oppressively and, through 
the exercise of those powers, endanger 
the public health, safety or welfare, then 
the obvious remedy is not to throw the 
union men in jail, not to attempt to 
force them to work, but to deny them the 
special benefits and privileges which 
have been granted them by so-called 
·labor legislation. 

A bill has been introduced which would 
apply that remedy; which would take · 
from union men the special benefits and 
privileges which they enjoy as union 
men, when they refuse to work at their 
jobs and when such refusal is injurious 
to the public as a whole. 
~here is evidence that the few who, in 

umons, attempt to use the special privi
leges granted them, capriciously, arbi
trarily, injuriously, to the detriment of 
the public, have come to the end of the 
road; that the people, and the Congress, 
although lagging behind the people will 
ultimately enact and insist upon' the 

enforcement of legislation which ·will 
protect the public against the demands 
of the few. 

THE REMINGTON CASE 

Mr. HARRISON of Vlrginia. Mr. 
Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to 
address the House for 1 minute and to 
revise and extend my remarks. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there 
objection to the request of the gentleman 
from Virginia? 

There was no objection. 
Mr. HARRISON of Virginia. Mr. 

Speaker, in connection with the convic
tion of William Reming_ton, I think. it 
only fair to point out, in view . of the 
severe criticism of the House Committee 
on Un-American Activities that has been 
appearing recently ir.. Westbrook Pegler's 
newspaper column, that whatever sins·of 
omission or commission the committee 
has been guilty of, it was responsible, 
nevertheless, for the reopening of the 
Remington case. Through the efforts of 
the committee, additional evidence was 
certified. This evidence led to Reming
ton's conviction yesterday in Federal 
court on a charge of perjury. 

I had the honor to serve on the Com
mittee on Un-American Activities dur
ing the Eighty-first Congress. I -found, 
very quickly, that the work of that com
mittee is extremely difficult. It is under 
constant attack, both from · the right 
and from the left. The extreme right 
complains because it does not hang 
somebody before sunrise every morning, 
The · extreme. left denies that the com
mittee has any business · investigating 
anybody or anything. 

It is my sincere belief, however that 
the committee conducted its proceedings 
i~ the ~ighty-firstCongress with. dignity, 
with fairness, and in keeping with its as
signed mission. A careful reading of the 
published reports and transcripts of 
hearings bears this out, and my regret 
is that these publications have not re
ceived more general attention. It heard 
more witnesses, took more pages of tes
timony, and published more reports than 
at any time in the history of the com
mittee. 

The committee has uncovered a star
tling series of subversive Communist op
erations in the United States-operations 
undertaken methodically and accom
plished with chilling success. The inves
tigations of the committee gave clear 
proof of the extent to which the Com
munists have attempted a systematic 
undermining of our atomic research 
projects, establishment of sabotage cells 
in communications and in other key in
dustries and infiltration of the Federal 
Government and such important defense 
bastions as the Territory of Hawaii. 

The committee certainly is not im
mune to criticism. I believe Mr. Pegler 
should consider the whole record of the 
committee, however, in the interest of 
fair reporting. 

PROGRAM FOR NEXT WEEK 

Mr. MARTIN of Massachusetts. Mr. 
Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to 
address the House for 1 minute for the· 
purpose of finding out the program 'to 
be announced by the majority leader for 
next week. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there 
objection to the ·request of the gentle
man from Massachusetts? 

There was no' objection. 
Mr . . :ty.rcC_ORMACK. Mr. Speaker, 

~onday is Lmcoln's birthday and there 
will be no legislative business on that 
da~. On ~esday there will be no legis
lative busmess. There is no business 
scheduled for next week at all, as a mat
ter of ~act. The House has been acting 
so efficiently that we have disposed very 
promptly of the matters that have come 
before us. 

Mr. MARTIN of Massachusetts. May 
.I say that the gentleman from Massa
chusetts is being very courteous to the 
Republicans who will be speaking next 
week. 

Mr. McCORMACK. I appreciate the 
observation of my friend, and I want him 
to know that it brings 'pleasure to me to 
arr_ange the program with that in mind. 
It is wha~ I want to do and what any 
decent-mmded person in my position 
should do. 

There will be no legislation on 
Wednesday. If there is any ·legislation 
to be considered next week it will not be 
before Thursday, and I know of none at 
the present time. If.any legislation does 
come out of committee to come up next 
week, and that is to be considered under 
the regular rules of the House that is 
with general debate and conslaeratio:r{ 
under the 5-minute rule, I shall give the 
~ouse as much advance ·notice as pos
~1ble so that Members will not be left 
m an unguarded position. However I 
know of nothing important for n~xt 
week, and insofar as I am able I shall 
try to have nothing important come up 
if it should be reported out of commit-· 
tee. I do not want to bind myself to 
that, but even if anything is reported 
out it will not come up before Thursday 
of next week. 
. Mr. HOFFMAN of Michigan. Mr. 
Speaker, will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. McCORMACK. I yield. 
Mr. HOFFMAN of Michigan. I as

sume, then, that the majority leader has 
not in mind any anticipated emergen
cies that might call for action on a res
olution or anything of that nature, and 
that tl~ose who stay here will have op
portumty to express their views from the 
well of the House? 

Mr. McCORMACK. As the gentleman 
k?ows, I am a great believer in the prin
ciple of freed om of speech. As far as · 
I am concerned, I enjoy every speech I 
hear, whether or not I agree with it in 
whole or in part. If the gentleman has 
any desire to make speeches on any day 
next week, or every day, it is perfectly 
all right with me. We will meet every 
day except, of course, that I would not 
want to have the House meet on Friday 
of next week if we had no business. 

Mr. HOFFMAN of Michigan. I do not 
have any in mind now, but occasionally · 
impulses to speak cause me to do so. 

Mr. McCORMACK. That is quite a 
natural impulse, that we all tl..oroughly 
appreciate, and respect, I might say. 

ADJOURNMENT UNTIL MONDAY 

Mr. McCORMACK. Mr. Speaker, '! 
ask unanimous consent that when the 
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House adjourns today it adjourn to meet 
on Monday next. 

The SPEAKER. pro tempore. Is there 
objection to the request of the gentle
man from Massachusetts? 
· Mr. HOFFMAN of Michigan. Reserv.;; 
ing the right to object, Mr. Speaker, I 
am not going to object to this request 
or to a similar request :p.ext week, but, 
having a great desire to finish our work 
and get home sometime early next fall, 
after next week I intend to do what I 
can to see if we can expedite business 
so that when the 1st of September comes 
along the House may adjourn. 

Mr. McCORMACK. May I say to the 
gentleman in all seriousness-

Mr. HOFFMAN of Michigan. I am 
serious about it. 

l Mr. McCORMACK. I know the gen
; tleman is very serious about it, and not 
r facetious. May I say that when the 
'. committees get rolling out legislation, if 
I I set · a week's program and the House 
; disposes of it by Thursday, a good week's 
I program, I am sure the gentleman from 
. Michigan, like the gentleman from Masi sachusetts, . would feel completely satis
. fied and glad to adjourn over from 
. Thursday to Monday, even in the weeks 
after next week. Is that correct? 

Mr. HOFFMAN of Michigan. I have 
seen so much in the papers about the

' T. T., but I am not a member of the 
T. T. Club. 

Mr. McCORMACK. The gentleman is 
not much of a paper man, is he? 

Mr. HOFFMAN of Michigan. I do not 
know what you mean by that. I read 
the paper occasionally, the Washington 
Post, which advises me what I should 
do to serve the Fourth Congressional 
District of Michigan. 

Mr. McCORMACK. But do you do it? 
Mr. HOFFMAN. No; no; I do not. I 

find in my experience that I can best 
serve my district if I just go the oppo
site, usually, to what they say. Of 
course, once in a while the Post does have 
a sound, constructive idea, but usually 
I can serve my people pretty well by 
going along the opposite way from what 
the Post suggests. The Post is just a 
little too internationalist for me. What 
I was thinking about was, not belonging 
to this-what do you call it?-T. to T. 
Club, that is, to come Tuesday and ad-· 
journ Thursday Club, I do not know any 
reason why some of us who come from 
so far away should be required to be 
here all the time and the others just 
go home for a large part of each week. 
I do not know what they do-maybe 
play golf or ride on their yachts when 
the sea permits; but anyway they just 
are not here. I am not finding fault 
with them nor with the gentleman from 
Massachusetts [Mr. McCORMACK]. I 
know he works hard. He is always 
working. He tries-but are we to loaf 
along and then stay here until Septem
ber or October or November? 

Mr. McCORMACK. All of which 
comes under the principle of freedom of 
speech. 

I Mr. HOFFMAN of Michigan. No; no 
f reedom to get away and earn a dollar 
'on another job when it might be· well 
to give first attention to this job to which 
we are elected. 

· The SP~ pro teinpore. Is there 
objection to the request of the g·entle
man from Massachusetts [Mr. McCOR
MACK]? 

There was no objection. 
DISPENSING WITH CALENDAR WEDNES

DAY BUSINESS 

Mr. McCORMACK. Mr. Speaker, I 
ask unanimous consent that the business 
in order on Calendar Wedriesday of next 
week may be dispensed with. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there 
obfection to the request of the gentleman 
from Massachusetts? 

There was no objection. 
THANKS FOR THE COMPLIMENT 

Mr. CLEVENGER. Mr. Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent to address the House 
for 1 minute. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there 
objection to the request of the gentleman 
from Ohio? 

There was no objection. 
Mr. CLEVENGER. Mr, Speaker, be

ing one of the members of one of those 
subcommittees of the Committee on Ap
propriations which have been packed 5 
to 2, my reaction is just a little ditferent 
from some of the other members. I am 
a little bit like old Uncle Mose, when 
the stranger at the gas station asked if 
he had the change of a $20 bill. Uncle 
Mose said, "No, sir; but thanks for the 
compliment." . 

If they have that much regard for the 
strength of my ranking member, the gen
tleman from Nebraska [Mr. STEFAN], my 
reaction is, "Thanks for the compli
ment.'' 

THE PRICE OF MILK 

Mr. EDWIN ARTHUR HALL. Mr. 
Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to ad
dress the House for 1 minute. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there 
objection to the request of the gentleman 
from New York? 
· There was no objection. 

Mr. EDWIN ARTHUR HALL. Mr. 
Speaker, thus far through this session, 
in spite of all the talk and promises to 
do something about prices and rollbacks, 
we are still just where we started, with 
nothing as yet done. 

The consumers of this country are 
paying too high a retail price for milk. 
The farmer is never guaranteed enough 
to cover his cost of producing this vital 
commodity. 

People cannot continue paying 22 
cents and up for a quart of milk. Even 
if they buy some at that figure, their 
children will not be privileged to get 
enough milk. 

A family consisting of five children 
should be able to consume more than five 
and even seven quarts of milk per day. · 
That means a regular charge on the 
family budget for milk alone of over -
$1.50 daily and well over $10 a week. 

Those amounts will not include other 
dairy products such as butter, cream, or 
cheese which childr:m need in addition 
to milk.-

Therefore, 22 cents for a qua,.rt of milk 
makes this necessary food prohibitive 
for the American.family table. 

For several years, I have been plead
ing in vain for some action to remedy 

all these high food prices. . Certain1y 
milk is an outstanding example of how 
inflation has run wild with the average 
family food budget. 

I am not among those, Mr. Speaker, 
who wants to blame this bad· state of 
affairs on the dairy farmer. I own and 
operate a farm myself, not a large dairy, 
but a family size one. Therefore, I am 
able to testify that the average dairyman 
is in serious straits financially and that 
unless he is assured a fair and stable 
price for his milk, he is lost. · 

The dairymen in upstate New York 
cannot make his cost of production with 
an income of less than $5 per hundred 
pounds of milk. He cannot make a rea
sonable profit on an income of less than 
$6 for the same amount. 

The farmer who receives an income of 
$5 per hundredweight actually realizes 
about 10 cents a quart for his milk. That 
looks big, but it is not, at least for the 
maJ?. who milks a herd of from 10 to 20 
cows. 

In order to give such a herd the proper 
care to obtain a decent yield, he must 
employ another man besides himself 
especially if his son has been drafted: 
That requires an outlay of well over $100 
a month to pay this hand and often
times $150. 

This, added to the dairyman's taxes 
his terrific feed bills, his supplies and 
machinery, makes it well-nigh impossi
ble for him to stay in business. . . 

Last spring, I was roundly criticized by. 
selfish interests because I came out for 
a $6 minimum price per hundred pounds 
f c_>r the dairymen of the Northeast. Big 
city operators sent stooges to every 
creamery to smear me with the average 
farmer several months prior to my pri
mary election. 

A lot of money was spent to send thugs 
from . farm to farm to try to force the 
farmers who had always supported me to 
vote for some other candidate. 

.Speakers were induced to go into the 
granges unbeknown to the rank and file 
members to do a job on me. They were 
vicious and loud in their denunciations· 
of _my record because I tried to get the· 
dairy people of my section· more money 
for their milk. 

I do not expect to let these birds get 
started again because I am wise to what 
went on last time. I will have a few 
friends of my own planted in these meet-· 
ings to stop these agitators in their 
tracks. 

But let us return to the price the dairy 
farmer now receives for his product. It 
is unstable and inadequate. He lacks 
the guaranty he should have to produce 
enough of this vital food. 

My bill proposes to give him a fioor 
price of 10 cents a quart for milk 
below which the market cannot go. The~ 
he will be sure of some protection against 
a sheriff's sale of his property. 

In the same bi'll, I provide for a ceiling 
price over the counter of 18 cents a quart. 

This . means the consumer gets fair 
treatment, the dairy farmer gets fair 
treatment. There is still a wide margin 
of profit between the 10 cents surety the 
farmer receives and the 18-cent quart 
of milk the consumer pays for 



1951 CONGRESSIONAL RECORD-HOUSE 1177 
Unless something similar to these pro

posals is put into effect, the American 
public will soon be .unable to buy any 
milk, the Armed Forces will be lacking 
sufficient diet, dairy producers all over 
the United States will have to give up. 

Therefore, I urge this Congress to get 
busy, take the bull by the horns, and see 
that our price stabilizers put such a plan 
into immediate effect for the very sur
vival of our Nation. 

SPECIAL ORDER GRANTED 

Mr. DORN asked and was given per
mission to address the House for 30 min
utes on Thursday next, following the leg
islative program and any special orders 
heretofore entered. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under 
previous order of the House, the gentle
man from Minnesota [Mr. AUGUST H. 
ANDRESEN] is recognized for 30 minutes. 
SKILLED MANPOWER IS VITAL TO FOOD 

PRODUCTION 

Mr. AUGUST H. ANDRESEN. Mr. 
Speaker, policies of the Truman admin
istration have set in motion a vicious 
inflationary price spiral that has in
creased the cost of living for every 
American. Persons living on fixed in
comes, who do not profit from war 
expenditures, are hard hit as a result 
of the present inflationary trend. Food 
is the vital item for every consumer. I 
have taken this time to discuss food 
production in all of its phases. 

According to the 1950 census about 18 
percent of the population of .the United 
States resides on the 6,000,000 farms of 
this country. More than two-thirds of 
these farms are known as the family
size farms that produce up to 85 percent 
of the average consumer diet. The fam
ily-size farms are generally operated by 
members of the farm family and on these 
are produced the dairy products, poultry, 
eggs, meat~ fruits and vegetables so nec
essary for a healthy diet. It is not pos
sible for the average farmer to employ 
competent labor, in competition with the 
short hours and high pay in industry, 
and therefore, the farmer and his family 
must do the work. Today, I am dealing 
in particular with the manpower prob
lem confronting the farmers who aper .. 
ate family-size farms. . 

There is only one sound method to 
retard or stop the present inflationary 
spiral of food prices, and that is to secure 
more production of food by American 
farmers. Abundant production of food 
can only be assured for 1951 and the war 
years to come if Government manpower 
policies provide for the retention of es
sential farm workers on the· farms and 
an adequate supply of farm machinery 
and equipment. Prompt action must be 
taken to initiate such policies or we will 
experience serious food shortages, black 
markets, higher food prices, and stricter 
Government control. 

Btcause of the confusion and buck
passing that is found in top levels today 
over the need for skilled essential man
power in food production, I will discuss 
some of the common practices generally 
found throughout the Selective Service 
System in dealing with agricultural man
power problems. 

It has been my observation, Mr. Speak
er, that many consumers in this country 
and those who make the policies for the 
Government take it fQr granted that we 
will have ample food supplies to take care 
of the people without providing neces
sary manpower. Most of the consumers 
of the country do not realize that you 
must have skilled men to produce food 
in this country if it is to be produced and 
in abundance. 

It also appears that the Defense Estab
lishment does not appreciate the vital 
part that food production and supplies 
play in a wartime economy. This is evi
denced by the following correspondence 
that I have recently had with the Secre
tary of Defense: 

HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, 
December 18, 1950. 

Gen. GEORGE MARSHALL, 
Secretary of Defense, 

Washington, D. C. 
MY DEAR GENERAL: Since I represent a dis

trict in the Midwest where a large portion of 
the Nation's food is produced, I am writing 
you to get your opinion on the need for 
abundant food production in connection 
with the present war effort. 

During the last two wars the following slo
gan was publicized: "It will· take food to win 
the war and write the peace." If this slogan 
deals with realities in connection with win
ning the war, I would very much like to have 
an expression from you which I can publicize 
to encourage additional production of vital 
food for the men in the Armed Forces, our 
allies, and for the domestic economy. 

With kindest personal regards, I remain, 
Sincerely yours, 

AUGUST H. ANDRESEN, 
Member of Congress. 

THE SECRETARY OF DEFENSE, 
Washington, December 26, 1950. 

The Honorable AUGUST H. ANDRESEN, 
House of Representatives. 

DEAR Ma. ANDRESEN: In answer to your 
letter of December 18 asking for my opinion 
on_ the need f-0r abundant food production in 
connection with the present war effort, I can 
state that the ability of a country to supply 
its armed forces with adequate food is one 
of the most important considerations in the 
conduct of war. 

I believe, however, that any specific recom
mendations with reference to the production 
of food should properly come from the De
partment of Agriculture. I would, therefore, 
suggest that you address your inquiry with 
reference to your district to Secretary 
Brannan. 

Faithfully yours, · 
ROBERT LOVETT, 

Acting Secretary. 

It will be noted that Acting Secretary 
Lovett does not concern himself with 
food production for the civilian economy 
or the inflationary price spiral when food 
shortages occur. He simply refers me 
to Secretary of Agriculture Brannan for 
information on food production. Sec
retary Brannan is urging all-out food 
and cotton production, but has done 
nothing to secure.the retention of essen
tial and skilled manpower on the food 
producing farms of this country. I want 
to be fair with the Secretary of Agri
culture, because his Department is work
ing with the Departments of State and 
Labor to have 500,000 Mexicans brought 
to this country to do seasonal work on 
cotton, sugar beet, vegetable, and fruit 
farms. But this type of labor can under 

no circumstances replace the skilled do
mestic workers vital to food production 
on dairy, livestock, poultry, and grain 
producing farms of this country. 

It is estimated that more than 750,000 
skilled farm workers will leave the farms 
in 1951. Of this number 500,000 will be 
drafted into the Army and 250,000 will 
go into more highly paid defense work. 
This exodus of skilled manpower away 
from our food-producing farms, with no 
replacement available, is bound to cur
tail food production and add more fire 
to the inflationary spiral of food prices. 
THERE SHOULD BE NO GENERAL DEFERMENT FOR 

ANY TYPE OF LABOR 

Food is the vital item for every civilian 
and soldier. Without food the people 
cannot live, work, or fight. The high 
price of food is the main complaint from 
consumers. To produce necessary food, 
we must have adequate manpower, ma-
chinery, and equipment. · 

I do not recommend that all farm 
workers be deferred from the draft, but 
I do insist that the Selective Service 
System adopt a uniform Nation-wide 
manpower policy that will properly 
classify essential, and I emphasize, essen
tial farm workers, so that such essential 
workers may continue in food production. 
Such a policy should be mandatory and 
a requirement for every local draft 
board is considering the merits of each 
request for deferment. At least one able
bodied man should be allowed to remain 
on each farm. 

I am not criticizing local draft boards. 
. ,These boards are made up of patriotic 
·/'Americans who are giving much of their 
( time, without compensation, in the pres
; ent war emergency. They are assigned 

a quota on every call for men and they 
do their best to fill it. They work under 
terrific local pressure and are subject 
to much abuse. · However, this pressure 
and abuse would not occur if local boards 
would evaluate each draft case under 
specific instructions from General Her
shey, the Director of Selective Service. 

The Selective Service System should 
be Nation-wide in its scope, operating 
under specific regulations applicable to 
all parts of the country. The following 
letter from General Hershey would indi
cate that the gov.ernor of each State 
heads the Selective Service System for 
his State. If such be the case, does the 
governor have the power to issue specific 
regulations for the guidance of local 
draft boards? 

NATIONAL HEADQUARTERS, 
SELECTIVE SERVICE SYSTEM, 

Washington, D. C., January 4, 1951. 
The Honorable AUGUST H. ANDRESEN, 

House of Representatives.' 
DEAR Ma. ANDRESEN: As requested by you, I 

am confirming the information which 
Colonel Franck, of my staff, furnished you 
when he was recently in your office concern
ing the status of a State director of selec
tive service for a State. 

The Selective Service Act of 1948, as 
amended, provides in section 10 (b) (2) au
thority for the President "to appoint, upon 
recommendation of the respective governor 
or comparable executive official, a State Di
rector of the Selective Service System for 
each headquarters in each State, Territory, 
and. passessioi+ of the United States and for 
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the District of Columbia, who shall repre
sent the governor and be in immediate 
charge of the State headquarters of the 
Selective Service System: • * * ". 

Sincerely yours, 
LEWIS B. HERSHEY, 

Director. 

General Hershey indicates that he has 
no control over the State selective serv
ice system. He states that the State 
selective service organization is ap
pointed upon the recommendation of the 
Governor. In view of this fact, it seems 
to me that one way to handle the agri
cultural manpower problem would be 
for the Governor of each respective State 
to formulate mandatory regulations to 
govern local draft boards in the consid
eration of agricultural and other essen
tial manpower problems. 

In my own State of Minnesota at least 
50 percent of the food which is produced 
is used throughout the entire Nation and 
much of it findsits way into the Military 
Establishment. There! ore, a loss of a 
substantial number of . essentfal farm 
workers now engaged in food production 
in our State, will be a loss to the Nation. 
The end result will be drastic cut-backs 
in production to the detriment of the 
Nation and our war effort. I feel that 
the Governors of our respective States 
should exercise their authority with ref
erence to the manpower problem. 

It is obvious that we must have men 
for the military forces. It should be 
equally obvious that we must also have 
skilled men to produce the food for the 
country and men to produce war mate
rials. The President possesses sufficient 
authority under the Selective Service Act 
of 1948 to issue specific regulations to 
deal with essential agricultural man
power. He has not used this authority, 
which is found in paragraphs 622.13 and 
622.14 of the draft law and quoted as 
follows: · 

622.13. Class Il-C.-Registrant deferred be
cause of agricultural occupation: (a) In 
class Il-C shall be placed any registrant 
who is employed in the production for mar
ket of a substantial quantity of those agri
cultural commodities which are necessary to 
the maintenance of the national health, 
safety, or interest, hut only when all of the 
conditions described in section 622.10 are 
foul!d to exist. 

(b) The production for market of a sub• 
stantial qu~ntity of. agricultural commodi
ties should be measured in terms of the 
average annual production per farm work
er which is marketed from a local average 
farm of the type under consideration. The 
production of agricultural commodities for 
consumption by the worker and his family, 
or traded for subsistence purposes, should 
n?t be considered as production for market. 
Production which is in excess of that re
quired for the subsistence of the farm fam
ilies on the farm under consideration should 
be considered as production for market. 

622.14. Length of deferments in class II
C: (a) Class II-C. deferments shall be for 
a period of 1 year or less. If there is a 
change in the registrant's status during the 
period of deferment in class II-C, his clas
si1i'cation shall be reopened and consi'dered 
anew. 

(b) At the expiration of. the period of a 
registrant's deferment In class II-C, bis clas
sifi.cation shall be reopened and be shall be 
classifi.ed anew in. the manner provided in 
part 625 of this chapter. The registrant· may 
b~ continued In class II-C for a· further pe
riod of 1 year or less if such classification is 

warranted, The same rule shall apply when 
classifying a registrant at the end of each 
successive period for which be has been 
classified in class ll-C. 

(c) Nothing in this section shall be con
strued to require the local board to retain 
in class II-C any registrant when the reason 
for his occupational classification has 
ceased to exist. 

During the past 3 months I have had 
many conferences with policy-making 
members of the National Selective Serv
ice Office on the subject of proper clas
sification of essential farm workers. I 
regret to state that up to the present 
time there has been no change in the 
policy of that office with reference to the 
proper classification of essential farm 
workers. 
GENERAL HERSHEY STATES LOCAL BOARDS HAVE 

FULL RESPONSIBILITY TO PROPERLY CLASSIFY 
ESSENTIAL WORKERS 

In a recent letter to local draft boards 
discussing the responsibility of local 
boards in properly classifying regis
trants in essential occupations, Gen. 
Lewis B. Hershey has set forth the fol
lowing facts: 

First. The local draft board has the 
responsibility for determining, initially, 
every classification of a registrant. 

Second. A registrant seeking a de
f erred classification for occupational 
hardship or other reasons should furnish 
the local board with a complete written 
statement, supplemented by substantiat
ing evidence, giving all facts for the local 
boards to consider in properly classify
ing the registrant. 

Third. A registrant has the right to 
appeal his classification to the State ap
peal board if he is dissatisfied with the 
decision of the local board. The attor
ney for the local board will assist the 
registrant in perfecting the appeal. 

If the decision of the State appeal 
board is not unanimous, a further ap
peal may be taken to the President's ap
peal board in Washington. 

Fourth. Under Selective Service Regu
lation 1625, a registrant may have his 
classification reconsidered by the local 
board upon the presentation of new evi
dence at any time before the induction 
notice is issued to the registrant by the 
board. Such request for reconsideration 
should be made in writing to the local 
board. 

If the local board does not change the 
classification of the registrant after con
sidering the new evidence, the registrant 
is entitled to again appeal his classifica
:tion to the State appeal board. 

Fifth. A registrant is entitled to a 
hearing before the entire local board, as 
a matter of right. 

General Hershey also states in the let
ter to the local draft boards: 

It has been unfortunate that this strict 
. application has found utterance attributed 
to local board members by registrants that 
local boards could defer no one in the ab
sence of specific instructions to do so or 

·that they would defer no one of certain occu
pational classifications, such as farmers or 
niembers of the .maritime service. In the 
first instance, the power to defer does rest 
with the local board. In the second in
stance, it is unwise for an administrative 

.agency responsible for individual decisions, 
such as the classification of a registrant, to 
indicate that decisions are made to defer or 

not to defer in any other manner than after 
a careful consideration of the particular 
merits of the individual case. 

The danger inherent in this situation ls 
that the pressure for legislation or for regu
lations, or for both, increase. There is a 
demand that local boards be authorized to 
do that which they already can do, but with 
the authorization will inevitably come direc
tives as to what they can and what they must 
do. The autonomy of local self-government 
disappears more often by abdication from 
within than usurpation from above. 

The selective service operation is a de
centralized one. All of the actions which 
lead to the induction of men into the Armed 
Forces are performed in the community. 
This fact requires that the power to act be 
delegated to the local board. This has been 
done in large measure by the Congress by 
giving to the local board the responsibility 
for determining, initially, every classifica
tion of a registrant. This classification is 
final unless there is an appeal exercised un-
der regulations provided by the President. · 

The question to be decided is whether the 
task being performed by the registrant is 
essential to the national interest; and finally, 
can he be replaced. These are judgments 
that in the last analysis local board mem
bers have rendered in the past and must 
render in the future. The making of these 
judgments is their responsibility. It is the 
local board's job. 

Since many of the local ·boards have 
taken the position that they do not have 
the authority to properly classify essen
tial farm workers, General Hershey's 
instructions definitely give the local 
boards full authority and responsibility 
to pass upon the qualifications and oc
cupation of each registrant. This may 
be buck passing but, nevertheless, it is 
now definite that the local boards have 
full responsibility t-o pass upon the es
sentiality of each registrant in food pro
duction or any other line of occupation. 
Each case must be decided upon its mer• 
its by the local board. 

A. few- days ago Mrs. Anna Rosenberg, 
Assistant Defense Secretary for Man
power, appeared before a committee and 
stated it 'Yas :iecessary to have 4,000,000 
workers m mdustry, engaged in the 
manufacture of implements of war. But 
she said nothing about the need for man
power in food production. 

Mr. PHILLIPS. Mr. Speaker, will the 
gentleman yield? 

Mr. AUGUST-H. ANDRESEN. I yield. 
Mr. PHILLIPS. I am very glad to 

have the gentleman from Minnesota 
who is a congressional authority o~ 
agriculture, bring this thing up be
cause it looks to me as if this is 
where we come in, as they say in the 
motion-picture industry; as if we are 
going through the same things which we 
went through during World War n. 
The gentleman will remember that we 
did not have any allocations of steel or 
essential materials especially for agri
culture, and if it was necessary to get 
repairs or baling wire, or whatever it 
might l;le, he would have to get permis
sion to purchase it, and it was a sort 
of hunting license, to see if he could go 
out and see if he could find it. 

I am particularly glad to have him 
bring up the matter of labor because 
there has been a movement-I have seen 
it in a labor journal laid on my desk in 
the last few days; I ha.ve seen it in a 
magazine which I have read called 
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The New Leader, a complete misrepre
sentation, a complete misstatement of 
the facts; and I am very glad the gen
tleman is bringing up the question so 
we may have a thorough airing of it 
and a determination of whether or not 
we shall be able to retain the labor on 
our farms that we need, that is, retain 
the essential trained labor, and whether 
we shall be able to get the vegetables 
and the foodstuffs out of the fields. 

The gentleman will remember that. in 
World War II, even though we had an 
amendment known by the name of a 
former Member of the other body, the 
Tydings amendment, which had for its 
purpose the protecting of skilled labor, 
the protecting of experienced labor on 
the farms for producing the foodstuffs 
that were needed, yet Selective Service 
paid no attention to it. The gentleman 
will remember that. 

Mr. AUGUST H. ANDRESEN. I re
member that very well, and I may say 
that in the Draft Act that was passed 
last year the President of the United 
States was given the same authority vir
tually that was contained in the Tydings 
amendment; he now possesses the power 
to issue regulations to permit local draft 
boards to defer essential farm workers 
that they ·may continue in the produc
tion of food. 

Mr. H. CARL ANDERSEN. Mr. 
Speaker, will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. AUGUST H. ANDRESEN. I yield. 
Mr. H. CARL ANDERSEN. Does not 

the gentleman feel that the Congress 
should pass some sort of legislation pre
scribing that Selective Service must leave 
at least one able-bodied man on each 
family-sized farm during the emer
gency? In my district I have cases to
day where the only able-bodied man 
working on a particular farm, the man 
who has been actually operating that 
farm has been given instructions that 
he has got to have a sale and get ready 
to go into the service-an established 
farm family that has been in existence 
for several years. I do not think that 
is good business for the Nation as a 
whole. 

Mr. AUGUST H. ANDRESEN. There 
are thousands of similar cases through
out the United States, because it is quite 
apparent it is now the policy of Selective 
Service down to the local draft boards 
to draft men who are essential to pro
duce the food the Nation needs. 

I do not urge that farm workers be 
deferred as a class; I think that the case 
of every selectee who comes up and pre
sents his facts should be determined on 
the merits, whether or not he is essential. 
It would be a big -mistake were we to ask 
for the deferment of all farm boys as a 
class, and I do not want to do that; I 
would be against that. But out home, 
out in the areas where we really produce 
the bulk of the Nation's food and in 
parts of the country where they have 
small production the local boards are so 
close to the production that they some
times do not comprehend the important 
part that people in the producing areas 
play toward furnishing the over-all sup
ply of food for the Nation. So, I hope 
that when we have our hearings before 
the . Committee on Agriculture we can 

prevail upon Gel)eral Hershey and upon 
the President-he will not be there, but 
through General Hershey-so that we 
can have a definite policy whereby each 
case may be determined upon its own 
merits by the local boards instead of 
just drafting them into the service 
wholesale. 

Mr. BECKWORTH. Mr. Speaker, will 
the gentleman yield? 

Mr. AUGUST H. ANDRESEN. I yield. 
Mr. BECKWORTH. I was very much 

interested in the description of the type 
of farm mentioned by Mr. ANDERSEN, 
where the only able-bodied man of a 
farm family was about to be taken; for 
instance, it may be a farm where the 
father is an elderly man and has an only 
son who really operates the farm, yet he 
is being considered for the draft. I 
think that practically destroys that farm 
unit and it is an important unit yet in 
this country. To what extent can the 
gentleman state whether or not this for
eign labor we are bringing into the coun
try will help that kind of farm? 

Mr. AUGUST H. ANDRBSEN. I will 
say to the gentleman from Texas, that 
I have scores of cases in my congres
sional district where the only son has 
been classified in I-A for induction into 
the Army. That is one reason I am call-

. ing this vital matter to the attention of 
the House and the country, with the 
hope that corrective measures will be 
promptly taken by General Hershey, 
The foreign labor to which I referred 
cannot do the work on our dairy, poul
try, livestock, and grain farms. They 
are not suited for this type of farming, 
and they can in no manner replace the 
young men from our farms, who have 
been trained through life to do the work. 

While I have many draft cases in my 
district, I know that a similar situation 
prevails throughout the entire country
particularly in food-producing areas. 
Food production and the essential man
power to produce it, must be dealt with 
on a Nation-wide scab if farmers are to 
produce food in abundance as demanded 
by the Secretary of Agriculture. To 
close down or curtail farming operation 
because of a shortage of essential farm 
workers in the present inflationary war 
emergency, does not make sense, even in 
the United States and the President and 
his administrative officials should do 
something about it. We can pass more 
.legislation on the subject, but that will 
not afford relief unless the executive 
branch of the Government administers 
the law in accordance to the intent of 
Cong-ress. I say again, that the Presi
dent possesses ample authority under 
existing law to issue regulations that will 
correct the mistake now being made in 
agricultural manpower policies. 

Mr. BECKWORTH. The gentleman 
means foreign labor from any area from 
which we obtain it could not be utilized? 

Mr. AUGUST H. ANDRESEN. No. It 
is not there. The labor that can be 
used in vegetable, sugar beet areas, and, 
the cotton areas, a good deal of it at 
least, is stoop labor. The Mexicans and 
other foreign labor that come in here 
can do that kind of work. But we who 
represent diversified areas, producing at 
least 85 percent of the. perishable crops 

of the country, must have skilled, compe
tent labor to produce it. The farmers 
who operate these family sized farms 
are not able to go into the labor market 
and employ experienced farm labor to 
replace their own boys who are taken 
into the Army because they cannot com
pete with the short hours and high wages 
of the industrial centers of the country. 

Mr. BECKWORTH. As a member of 
the Committee on Agriculture, is the gen-

. tleman in position to state whether or 
not a small, family sized cotton farm, 
we will say, would likely qualify for that 
labor that is brought in? 

Mr. AUGUST H. ANDRESEN. Well, 
I know what kind of labor you need. 
You need a certain amount of skilled 
labor, of course, and you can probably 
get along, at least for a time, with some 
of the imported labor, much more so 
than we can up in our section of the 
country. 

Mr. PHILLIPS. Mr. Speaker, will the 
gentleman yield? 

Mr. AUGUST H. ANDRESEN. I yield 
to the gentleman from California. 

Mr. PHILLIPS. Foreign labor should 
be divided into two classes, the class 
which is brought in specifically to pick 
a crop in a large area, to which the gen
tleman from Minnesota refers, and those 
that come in little by little under the 
immigration laws and have stayed here 
and acquired the facility to operate. 
Those can be used on the small farms. 
The imported labor can be used on cot
ton ranches. 

Mr. BECKWORTH. Is the machinery 
to be so worked out that we will say the 
average small farmer in a given area 
can participate in the program? 

Mr. PHILLIPS. This morning I read 
a release of the Department of State 
and I am very doubtful that we will be 
able to participate in the program satis
factorily unless some material changes 
are made in it. That is why the gentle
man's committee is doing a great service 
in holding public hearings on this mat
ter. I know what the genneman has in 
mind and it is a very important point. 

· Mr. AUGUST H. ANDRESEN. I do 
not want to go into that picture at this 
time because we have had extensive 
hearings on it. I know what the gen
tleman from Texas is referring to. How
ever, our committee will hold a hearing 
on February 26, 8.ccording to what the 
chairman of that committee told me this 
morning, so that we can go into the 
whole manpower situation. What I 
want to direct attention to at this time 
is the policy of the drafting of essential 
farm labor from the family-sized farms 
where experienced men are required to 
produce food. 

Mr. DOLLIVER. Mr. Speaker, will the 
gentleman yield? 

Mr. AUGUST H. ANDRESEN. I yield 
to the gentleman from Iowa. 

Mr. DOLLIVER. I want to compli
ment the gentleman from Minnesota on 
his analysis of this problem and to refer 
to what the gentleman from Minnesota. 
[Mr. H. CARL ANDERSEN] said with re
spect to leaving one able-bodied man on 
each family-sized farm; Actually that 
system was tried during World War II 
in Iowa through. a directive, I believe .. 
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from State headquarters· of the Iowa Se
lective Service System. I served as 
chairman of one Selective Service Board 
during the early part of that war. I 
know the problem to which the gentle
man has alluded was very acute at that 
time. My observation has been that the 
plan of leaving one able-bodied man at 
least on every family-sized farm under 
this directive to which I have· referred 
worked quite well, and, as a rule of 
thumb, I am not so sure but what it 
might not be applicable to every part of 
the United States and might well be 
written into law. 

Mr. AUGUST H. ANDRESEN. I 
thank the gentleman. 

Mr. CLEVENGER. Mr. Speaker, will 
the gentleman yield? 

Mr. AUGUST H. ANDRESEN. I yield 
to the gentleman from Ohio. 

Mr: CLEVENGER. As the gentleman 
knows, my distr:ct is largely agricultural, 
·with the exception of perhaps two or 
three industrial centers. We have this 
problem facing us right now. But, is not 
this labor that the gentleman proposes 
to bring in coming from a United Na
tions neighbor? 

Mr. AUGUST H. ANDRESEN. Well, I 
think that is correct. · 

Mr. CLEVENGER. Can the gentleman 
see any good reason why we should fur
nish an asylum for another nation to 
send their sons to America while we send 
ours to fight and die in a war over on 
the other side of the Pacific? 

Mr. AUGUST H. ANDRESEN. Well, 
that is one reason for this discussion. 

Mr. CLEVENGER. We have to have 
the right kind of · labor to get the job 
done. 

Mr. AUGUST H. ANDRESEN. We 
have to get it done if we are to provide 
food. As fat as our committee is con
cerned and I am personally concerned, I 
am only interested in getting food pro
duced in abundan~e for the American 
people in order to stop inflation, in order 
to stop black markets, in order to have 
less Government control. You know, 
one of the principal demands for price 
control is on account of high food prices I 
at the consumer level. Let us try to 
solve the proposition by securing abun
dant production. But to do so we must 
have the manpower and the machinery 
and the farm equipment to do it. 

Mr. SADLAK. Mr. Speaker, will the 
gentleman yield? 

Mr. AUGUST H. ANDRESEN. I yield 
to the gentleman from Connecticut. 

Mr. SADLAK. Does the gentleman 
contend that there is necessity for some 
action that will tell the immediate draft 
boards not to take farmers? 

Mr. AUGUST H. ANDRESEN. Yes; 
immediate action is vital and urgent for 
essential farm workers. 

Mr. SADLAK. May I clear up that 
point? 

Mr. AUGUST H. ANDRESEN. Yes. 
Mr. SADLAK. It is my understand· 

ing that from areas which include agri
cultural districts the members of those 
immediate draft. boards are constituted, 
Or have membership on them, of farm· 
ers who know the problem. 

Mr. AUGUST H. ANDRESEN. That 
is not entirely correct, 

Mr. SADLAK. If I -understand. what 
the gentleman desires to bring about, it 
is that they have no alternative Gther 
than to take a person, whether he be a 
farmer or not, in answer to the demands· 
of the quota nezded, but that action is 
necessary on top of that to restrain the 
taking of a farmer from that area, even 
th ough there was a call for men from 
that area who are farmers. 

Mr. AUGUST H. ANDRESEN. Let me 
make it clear, because I do not want to 
be misunderstood. In the first place, I 
do not favor a general exemption for 
farm workers; but I insist that if it 
comes down to the production of food 
we must have experienced and essential 
manpower to produce it. Now, the only 
way we can get the manpower on most 
of the farms in our country is from the 
farmer's own family, and in each case 
where a boy or young man is being called 
for induction his case should be consid
ered by the local draft board as to 
whether or not he is essential to the pro
duction of food. Now, to give that con
sideration they must, of course. have the 
facts before the board. Heretofore in 
many sections of the country facts have 
been ignored. But what I think we 
should have emanating from Washing
ton is a definite policy that every board 
should consider a man's essentiality in 
the line that he is in, especially if it is 
in food production,. so that the board 
can determine whether he is essential or 
he is not essential, without just auto
matically putting him into the service 
without considering the merits of each 
case. 

Mr. SADLAK. If the gentleman will 
yield further, over the past week I had 
a like case in Connecticut, and I am 
sure the gentleman from Minnesota will 
concede that among the many industries 
we have in the great State of Connecti
cut we also have a great deal of farming, 
We had the case of two boys of farm 
families. One had been on the farm 
throughout his 23 years; the other, a lad 
of 25, brought up on the farm, but who 
left"the farm and had gone out into an
other industry, another business. As. of 
the first week of January they have 
t2.ken the lad who had been on the farm 
all of his life. Now they are preparing 
to take the other lad, who had left the 
farm. The father says that he is ill and 
should have one of the boys back on 
the farm, the one who had left the farm. 
What does the gentleman say about 
that? 

Mr. AUGUST H. ANDRESEN. Of 
course, I am not a draft board and can
not pass on that question, but if the gen
tleman has had one case like that, I know 
of hundreds of them that are somewhat 
similar, where the boys have left the 
farm and gone into business or are farm
ir g for themselves. In fact, I have one 
c::i,se that I -got yesterday where there 
are three boys in the ,family. They have 
a 340-acre farm. Two boys have al
ready enlisted in the Air Corps and the 
third is now in class I-A, ready for in
duction next week. This leaves a father, 
who is 63 years old, to operate that 340· 
acre farm, with a lot of livestock. He 
just cannot do it. He is 63. 

Down here in Washington they retire 
admirals and generals at 62 because they 
s·ay they are no longer any good, yet ex
pect men who are that age or older, with 
disabilities, heart trouble, arthritis, rheu
matism, and a good many other things 
to go ahead and operate 'large farms. 

Mr. SADLAK: I desire, -of course, to 
cooperate with the gentleman whole
heartedly in this tremendous and vital 
problem, but they have told me, as no 
doubt they have told the gentleman, that 
on the draft board as constituted cov
ering that area, agriculture has a 
member. 

Mr. AUGUST H. ANDRESEN. As a 
rule there is no farm member on a local 
board. 

Mr. SADLAK. They have told me that. 
If the gentleman has found that they 
have not, then I am ready to cooperate 
with him in order that they may have 
a properly constituted, fully informed 
draft board, so they would know all the 
problems, particularly · those concerning 
agriculture. 
. Mr. AUGUST H. ANDRESEN. Accord

ing to the present set-up, the draft boards 
are appointed by the governor through 
the State selective-service director, who 
is appointed by the governor. What I 
am trying to get at is that we should 
have a coordinated policy in the coun
try, from the President down through 
the Selective Service, that will issue spe
cific instruction to the local draft boards 
and the State selective-service director 
that each case in agriculture or some 
other line shall be considered on its 
merits as to the essentiality of the man 
who is being drafted. 

Mr. EDWIN ARTHUR HALL. Mr. 
Speaker, will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. AUGUST H. ANDRESEN. I yield 
to the gentleman from New York. 

Mr. EDWIN ARTHUR HALL. First I 
want to compliment the gentleman on 
the statement he is making. It is the 
first attempt to probe into this subject . 
that I have heard on the floor in recent 
weeks. May I say that r" am of the same 
opinion as the gentleman, that I think 
there should be some kind of policy 
stated, and stated soon, otherwise farm 
labor is going to be drafted off every 
dairy farm in up-State New York and 
in Minnesota and other dairy States. 

I do not know whether I wa:z:it to go 
any further than the gentleman does 
in saying that we should defer or give 
special attention to ·the deferment of 
farmers, but I do know that the dairy 
farmer has a particular problem. He 
has a specialized work which the migrant 
labor cannot attend to. Such a worker 
cannot help on a dairy farm. It would 
take at least a year to get accustomed 
to running a dairy. Therefore, at least 
in my section, e_very single farm off 
which these boys are being drafted iS 
gc;>ing to be forced to close up its dairy. 
The farmer will just have to sell off his 
stock and go out of business. The flow 
of milk will become considerably lighter 
if that keeps on. That is not in the 
interest of producing food for our Armed 
Forces. 

Mr. AUGUST H. ANDRESEN. I thank 
the gentleman. Th&t is the point I have 
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tried to make, that food production is 
vital to the economy of the country and 
to the war effort in which we are engaged 
in the present emergency. 

Mr. HOFFMAN · of Michigan. Mr. 
Speaker, will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. AUGUST H. ANDRESEN. I yield. 
Mr. HOFFMAN of Michigan. I was 

not here when the gentleman began his 
speech, so I do not know whether he has 
covered this point or not, but I under
stand however you are arguing we must 
have some migrant labor at least? 

Mr. AUGUST H. ANDRESEN. No, I 
am not talking about migrant labor, I 
am talking about the family labor on a 
family sized farm, such as you have in 
your area and we have all through the 
Middle West where we cannot employ 
good outside labor to come in and do 
the work on the farm because of the 
competition with the cities with the 
short hours and the high wages that is 
offered, which the farmer cannot pay. 
I am talking about that kind of labor 
which is necessary to produce the food 
and if essential farm workers are taken 
into the service we will not be able to 
produce the food for t)le country. 

Mr. HOFFMAN of Michigan. Some of 
the work on our farms is not done by 
local people, that is, what you call the 
stoop labor and some o~ the fruit pick
ing, but this other situation which I 
think you have in mind, from what I 
heard, existed in the last war. The gen
tleman recalls, I know, that then we had 
the Tydings amendment. 

Mr. AUGUST H. ANDRESEN. That is 
right. That has been discussed. 

Mr. HOFFMAN of Michigan. Then 
we had the proposed Lemke amendment. 
I am sure you recall that the gentlemen 
from Michigan [Mr. MICHENER] put the 
facts in the RECORD here one time as 
did ·some others from Michig·an, but 
General Hershey, notwithstanding the 
Tydings amendment, insisted that the 
local boards, acting through the State 
board, were instructed to draft the farm 
labor which was in violation of the Tyd
ings amendment. ·Have you any remedy 
which will prevent that situation from 
happening again? 

Mr. AUGUST H. ANDRESEN. What 
I am trying to do it to get a coordinated 
policy, starting from the President down, 
who has the authority under the Selec- . 
tive Service Act, which was passed in 
1948, to issue orders so that ~ocal boards 
and the Selective Service organization 
will consider each case for each indus
try on its own merits and write regula
tions that the local boards should follow 
in considering a man's occupation. 

Mr. HOFFMAN of Michigan. They 
did that before and then along came 
General Hershey who said, "No; never 
mind all that stuff. You take the men." 
In fact he came to my office with some 
more brass and he said, "It does not 
make any difference what the Tydings 
amendment says, we need the men and 
we are going to take them." That is the 
situation that worries me. 

Mr. AUGUST H. ANDRESEN. What I 
am worried about is that we will not 
have the essential manpower to produce 
the food and farm prices will pierce 
the ceilings and then we will have strict 

Government · control-rationing and 
black markets in vital items, like beef, 
veal, pork, poultry, and eggs-through
out the country on a Nation-wide scale 
and people who want to live according 
to the law of the land and regulations, 
will not be able to get meat through 
legitimate channels. 

From a political angle that might be 
a good thing, but here we are dealing 

. with realities and that is the production 
of food for the people. Those of us who 
are working to bring about a situation 
where the consumer will have plenty of 
food at reasonable prices should be given 
assistance by the administration to solve 
this critical manpower problem before 
it is too late. 

EXTENSION OF REMARKS 

Mr. DOLLINGER asked and was given 
permission to extend his remarks in 
three instances and include extraneous 
matter. 

Mr. DELANEY asked and was given 
permission to extend his remarks arid 
include an address by the Honorable 
JOHN SPARKMAN, of Alabama, on the 
occasion of the annual Democratic din
ner in New York. 

Mr. ALLEN of Louisiana asked and was 
given permissiort to extend his remarks 

·and include a statement by Dr. Hugh 
Bennett. 

Mr. O'NEILL asked and was given per
missiori to extend his remarks and in
clude an article. 

Mr. HAMILTON C. JONES asked and 
was given permission to extend his re
marks and include a radio broadcast over 
Station WBT, Charlotte, N. C., also ques
tions and answers in which the public is 
interested. 

Mr. SIKES asked and was given per
mission to extend his remarks in two in
stances and include extraneous matter. 

Mr. DOYLE asked and was given per
mission to extend his remarks in two in
stances and include extraneous matter. 

Mr. SUTTON <at the request of Mr. 
HAYS of Ohio) was given permission to 
extend his remarks. 

Mr. FERNANDEZ (at the request of 
Mr. MuRDocK5 was given permission to 
extend his remarks and include ex
traneous matter. 

Mr; LECOMPTE asked and was given 
permission to extend his remarks and in
clude a report of the Wayne County Soil 
Conservation District. 

Mr. LANE asked and was given per
mission to extend his remarks in three 
instances and include extraneous matter; 
and further to extend his remarks and 
include the bylaws of the Italian
American World War Veterans, notwith
standing the fact that it will exceed two 
pag·es of the RECORD and is estimated by 
the Public Printer to cost $492. 

Mr. JONAS asked and was given per
mission to extend his remarks and in
clude extraneous matter. 

Mr. GWINN and Mr. SHORT asked 
and were given permission to extend 
their remarks in two instances and in
clude extraneous matter. 

Mr. BATES of Massachusetts asked 
and was given permission to extend his 
remarks in two instances and include two 
addresses. 

Mr. DOLLIVER asked and was given 
permission to extend his remarks and 
include a portion of an article in the 
VFW magazine by Homer B. Ketcham, 
the national legislative director. 

Mr. WIGGLESWORTH asked and was 
given permission to extend his remarks 
and include a newspaper article. 

Mr. WOOD of Idaho asked and was 
given permission to extend his remarks 
and include an address by the attorney 
general of Idaho. 

Mr. KEATING asked and was given 
permission to extend his remarks and to 
include an editorial. 

Mr. D'EWART asked and was given 
permission to extend his remarks and in
clude certain quotations. 

Mr. JACKSON of California asked and 
was given permission to extend his re
marks in three instances. 

Mr. SMITH of Wisconsin asked and 
was given permission to extend his re
marks in three instances and include ex
traneous matter. 

Mr. HOFFMAN of Michigan asked and 
was given permission to extend his re
marks in five instances and include news
paper articles and letters. 

Mr. RANKIN asked and was given per
mission to extend his remarks and to in
clude extraneous matter. 

Mr. KERSTEN of Wisconsin asked and 
was given permission to extend his re

. marks in two instances and include ex
traneous matter. 

ADJOURNMENT 

Mr. STEED. Mr. Speaker, I move that 
the House do now adjourn. 

The motion was agreed to; accordingly 
<at 2 o'clock p. m.) , under its previous 

. order, the House adjourned until Mon
day, February 12, 1951, at 12 o'clock noon. 

EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS, E'TC. 

Under clause 2 of rule XXIV, executive 
communications were taken from· the 
Speaker's table and referred as follows_: 

185. ·A letter from the Acting Assistant 
Secretary of the Interior, transmitting a draft 
of a proposed bill entitled "A bill to require 
the recordation of scrip, lieu selection, and 
similar rights"; to the Committee on Interior 
and Insular Affairs. 

186. A letter from the Acting Assistant 
Secretary of the Interior, transmitting a copy 
of a law enacted by the Tenth Guam Con
gress, Public Law 36; to the Committee on 
Interior and Insular Affairs. 

REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PUBLIC 
BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS 

Under clause 2 of rule XIII, reports of 
committees were delivered to the Clerk 
for printing and reference to the proper 
calendar, as follows: 

Mr. STANLEY: Committee on House Ad
ministration. House Resolution 37. Reso
lution authorizing additional clerical assist
ants; with amendment (Rept. No. 96). 
Ordered to be printed. 

Mr. STANLEY: Committee on House Ad- . 
ministration. House Resolution 42. Reso
lution to authorize the expenditure of cer
tain funds for the expenses of the Committee 
on Un-American Activities; withbut amend
ment (Rept. No. 97). Ordered to be printed. 

Mr. STANLEY: Committee on House Ad
ministration. House Resolution 114. Reso
lution to provide funds for the expenses of 
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the investigations and studies authorized by 
House Resolution 38; without amendment 
(Rept. No. 98). Ordered to be printed. 

PUBLIC BILLS AND RE'SOLUTIONS 

Under clause 3 of rule XXII, public 
bills and resolutions were introduced and 
severally referred as follows: 

By Mr. MANSFIELD: 
H. R. 2515. A bill to roll prices and wages 

back to the June 25, 1950, level and to impose 
a 100-percent tax on excess profits; to the 
Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. VAIL: 
H. R. 2516. A bill to deny the benefits of 

the National Labor Relations Act to any labor 
organization whose membership includes cer
tain employees of newspapers and periodi
cals; to the Committee on Education and 
Labor. . 

By Mr. H. CARL ANDERSEN: 
H. R. 2517. A bill to amend section 1 ( 15) 

of the Interstate Commerce Act, with respect 
to the emergency powers of the Interstate 
Commerce Commission relating to car serv
ice, with particular reference to charges as 
between carriers or between carriers and 
other owners; to the Committee on Inter
state and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. BUCHANAN: 
H. R. 2518. A bill to provide that, in the 

determination of the amount which certain 
local educational agencies are entitled to re
ceive for school-construction purposes, no 
reduction in such amount shall be made for 
prior construction under the WP A, PW A, and 
NYA programs; to the Committee on Educa
tion and Labor. 

By Mr. CHUDOFF: 
H. R. 2519. A bill to designate the Tomb of 

the Unknown Soldier of the American Revo
lution; to the Committee on House Admin
istration. 

By Mr. DOLLINGER: 
H. R. 2520. A bill to extend the Housing 

and Rent Act of 1947, as amended, and for 
other purposes; to the Committee on Bank
ing and Currency. 

By Mr. EDWIN ARTHUR HALL: 
H. R. 2521. A bill to place a ceiling price 

on milk of 18 cents per quart to the con
sumer and a floor price of 10 cents a quart 
to the dairy farmer; to the Committee on 
Banking and Currency. 

By Mr. HESS: 
H. R. 2522. A bill to provide military status 

for women who served overseas with the 
Army of the United States during World War 
I; to the Committee on Armed Services. 

By Mr. McMILLAN: 
H. R. 2523. A bill to provide for the exemp

tion from taxation of certain tangible per
sonal property; to the Committee on the Dis
trict of Columbia. 

By Mr. MORANO: 
H. R. 2524. A bill to exempt amounts paid 

for admissions to concerts and operas from 
the Federal tax on admissions; to the Com-· 
mittee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. HORAN: 
H. R. 2525. A bill to establish a Columbia 

Interstate Commission, and for other pur
poses; to the Committee on Public Works. 

By Mr. O'BRIEN of Michigan: 
H. R. 2526. A bill to require United States 

Civil Service Commission to establish re
gional office for State of Michigan at Detroit, 
Mich.; to the Committee on Post Office and 
Civil Service. 

By Mr. RANKIN (by request): 
H. R. 2527. A bill to provide for the con·

struction of certain Veterans' Administration 
hospitals; to the Committee on Veterans' 
Affairs. ' 

By Mr. SIKES: 
H. R. 2528. A bill to amend title 39, chap

ter 8, the franking privilege, section 321, to 
include the National Guard of the United 

States and the Air National Guard of the 
United States; to the Committee on Post 
Office and Civil Service. 

H. R. 2529. ·A bill to provide for the trans
fer or quitclaim of title to certain lands in 
Florida; to the CommittE:!e on Interior and 
Insular Affairs. 

By Mr. SMITH of Virginia (by re
quest): 

H. R. 2530. A bill to amend certain tax laws 
applicable to the District of Columbia; to 
the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

By Mr. BUFFET!': 
H. R. 2531. A bill to protect persons who 

retain their investment in series E United 
States savings bonds for 10 years after orig
inal maturity, or purchase such bonds after 
December 31, 1950, and hold them until ma
turity, against decline in purchasing power 
of the dollars so invested; to the Committee 
on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. CHATHAM: 
H. R. 2532. A bill reaffirming the friend

ship of the American people for ·all the peo
ples of the world, including the peoples of 
the Soviet Union; to the Committee on For
eign Affairs. 

By Mr. GOLDEN: 
H. R. 2533. A bill to amend the Railroad 

Retirement Act of 1937 to increase annuities 
and pensions under such act, to permit re
tirement regardless of age, and to permit 
payment of widow's insurance annuities re
gardless of age; to amend the Railroad Re
tirement Tax Act; and 'or other purposes; 
to the Committee on In~rstate and Foreign 
Commerce. 

By Mr. KLEIN: 
H. R. 2534. A bill to amend the War Claims 

Act of 1948; to the Committee on Inter
state and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. LANE: 
H. R. 2535. A bill to provide hospitaliza

tion and flag burial for merchant marine 
veterans of World Wars I and II; to the Com
mittee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. ROOSEVELT: 
H. R. 2536. A bill approving the agreement 

between the United States and Canada re
lating to the development of the resources 
of the Great Lakes-St. Lawrence Basin for 
national security and continental defense of 
the United States and Canada; providing for 
making the St. Lawrence seaway self-liqui
dating; and for other purposes; to the Com
mittee on Public Works. 

By Mr. HAYS of Arkansas: 
H.J. Res. 157. Joint resolution proposing 

an amendment to the Constitution relating 
to the qualifications of· electors; to the Com
mittee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. McDONOUGH: 
H.J. Res. 158. Joint resolution requiring 

congressional authorization for sending mili
tary forces abroad; to the Committee on 
Armed Services. 

By Mr. POTTER: 
H.J. Res. 159. Joint resolution approving 

the agreement between the United States 
and Canada relating to the development of 
the resources of the Great Lakes-St. Law
rence Basin for national security and conti
nental defense of the United States and 
Canada; providing for making the St. Law
rence seaway self-liquidating, and for other 
purposes; to the Committee on Public 
Works. 

By Mr. JAVITS: 
H. C'on. Res. 56. Concurrent resolution to 

establish a Joint Committee on National 
and International Movements, and regula:
tions for the conduct of hearings and activi
ties of congressional committees; to the 
Committee on r.ules. 

· By Mr. RIBICOFF: 
H. Con. Res. 57. Concurrent resolution re

affirming the friendship of the American 
people for all the peoples of the world, in
cluding the peoples of the Soviet Union; to 
the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

By Mr. DELANEY: 
H. Res. 128. Resolution to provide fUnds 

for the investigation and study continued by 
House Resolution 74; to the Committ-:?e on 
House Administration. 

PRIVATE BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS 

Under clause 1 of rule XXII, private 
bills and resolutions were introduced and 
severally ref erred as follows: 

By Mr. BATES of Massachusetts (by 
. request): 

H. R. 2537. A bill for the relief of Manuel 
Rocha Batiste and Frederick P. Rocha; to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. CHENOWETH: 
H. R. 2538. A bill for the relief of Joe Bar

gas; to the Committee on the Judiciary. 
By Mr. CHUDOFF: 

H. R. 2539. A bill for the relief of Staff 
Sgt. Irvin M. Cohen; to the Committee on 
the Judiciary. 

By Mr. GORE: 
H. R. 2540. A bill for the relief of the 

Farmers Mutual Fire Insurance C'o., of Sum
ner County, Tenn.; to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. 

H. R. 2541. A bill for the relief of Mrs. Yo
shiko Kambe Salts; to the Committee on 
the Judiciary. 

H. R. 2542. A bill for the relief of Tennes
see Fresh Frozen Foods, Inc.; to the Com
mittee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. JARMAN: 
H. R. 2543. A bill for the relief of Roy 

Mirt; to the Committee on the Judiciary. 
By Mr. KEAN: 

H. R. 2544. A bill for the relief of the 
estate of Grant Frederick Duerr; to the Com
mittee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. MARTIN of Massachusetts: 
H. R. 2545. A bill for the relief of Wong 

Thew Hor; to the Committee on the Judi
ciary. 

By Mr. NICHOLSON: 
H. R. 2546. A bill for the relief of Charles 

W. Vanderhoop; to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. 

By Mr. SHORT: 
H. R. 2547. A bill for the relief of Yoshiko 

Ito; to the Committee on the Judiciary. 
By Mr. SIKES: 

H. R. 2548. A bill to provide for the issu
ance of commissions in the United States 
Coast Guard Reserve as temporary members 
to members of the St. Andrews Bay Pilots 
Association and the Port St. Joe Pilot's Asso
ciation; to the Committee on Merchant Ma
rine and Fisheries. 

By Mr. SMITH of Virginia: 
H. R. 2549. A bill for the relief of Talmage 

Wilcher, Inc.; to the Committee on the Judi
ciary. 

H. R. 2550. A bill for the relief of Thomas 
G. Digges; to the Committee on the Judi
ciary. 

H. R. 2551. A bill for the relief of the Mourit 
Vernon Chapter of the Daughters of the 
American Revolution; to the Committee on 
the Judiciary. 

By Mr. SMITH Of Wisconsin: 
H. R. 2552. A bill for the relief of Eleanor 

Mansour; to the Committee on the Judiciary. 
By Mr. WALTER: 

H. R. 2553. A bill for the relief of Leon 
Gregory Britanisky, his wife and minor chil
dren; to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

PETITIONS, ETC. 

Under clause 1 of rule XXII, petitions 
and papers were laid on the Clerk's desk 
and referred, as follows: 

42. By Mr. BUSH: Petition of citizens of 
Bradford, Pa., urging the Congress to roll 
back prices where they were befcre the freeze 
and to pl:::n for the workers to draw an in-
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come sufficient to raise their families; to the 
Committee on Banking and Currency. 

43. By the SPEAKER: Petition of Mrs. Ed
ward B. Morris, secretary, Federation of Citi
zens Associations of the District of Colum
bia, Washington, D. C., requesting that leg
islation be enacted which would create a 
transportation commission for the metro
politan area of Washington, D. C.; to ~he 
Committee on the District of Columbia. 

SENATE 
MONDAY, FEBRUARY 12, 1951 

(Legislative day of Monday, January 29, 
1951) 

The Senate met Rt 12 o'clock meridian, 
on the expiration of the recess. 

The Chaplain, Rev. Frederick Brown 
Harris, D. D., offered the following 
prayer: 

Eternal God, Father of our spirits, 
whose power is unsearchable and whose 
judgments are a great deep, at the be- · 
ginning of the day we would quiet our 
hearts in Thy presence. We would be 
still and know that Thou art God. As 
amid the earthquake, wind, and fire of 
this violent world we wait for Thy still 
small voice, give us sensitive hearts to 
listen, teachable minds to learn, hum
ble wills to obey. Let some revelation of 
Thy light fall on our darkness, some 
guidance from Thy wisdom save us from 
our bewilderment, some power from 
Thine infinite resource strengthen us in 
our need. 

We acknowledg.e our oneness with all 
humanity. Humbling ourselves in peni
tence for our boasted pride, confessing 
our share in the evil that has brought 
confusion and ruin on the earth and 
praying for an ordered society of na
tions that shall give substance and hope 
to man's dream of brotherhood, we ask 
in the dear Redeemer's name. Amen. 

THE JOURNAL 

On request of Mr. McFARLAND, and by 
unanimous consent, the reading of the 
Journal of the proceedings of Thursday, 
February 8, 19fil, was dispensed with. 

MESSAGES FROM THE PRESIDENT 

Messages in writing from the Presi
dent of the United States were commu
nicated to the Senate by Mr. Miller, one 
of his secretaries. · 

ABRAHAM LINCOLN ' 

(At the request of Mr. HENDRICKSON' 
and by unanimous consent, the follow
ing remarks by Mr. HENDRICKSON and 
editorials submitted by him in connec
tion therewith were ordered to be 
printed at this point in today's RECORD:) 

Mr. HENDRICKSON. Mr. President, 
I should like to call the attention of the 
Senate to the fact that we are met here 
t.oday on the anniversary of the birth of 
the sixteenth President of the United 
States, Abraham Lincoln. There may be 
some who will disagree when I say that 
Abraham Lincoln was the greatest of all 
our Presidents, but I make that state
ment, believing firmly that it is so. Some 
historians, some students, and some po
litical writers may disagree, but I say 
that it is so because Mr. Lincoln lived in 

the most crucial hour of the Nation's his
tory, an hour even as crucial as that in 
which we are living today, and he led 
us to safety and security once more. As 
we of the Senate, when we pay tribute 
to the first President of the United States, 
George Washington, on his birthday, 
recognize that none of us possess suf
ficient eloquence to pay just and fitting 
tribute to him, and therefore substitute 
for our lack of eloquence the reading 

· of his own eloquent Farewell Address, 
therefore, Mr. President, in recognizing 
the greatness of Abraham Lincoln, I 
think we must also recognize that in 
his case, as in the case of Washington, 
we who serve in this body lack the elo
quence to pay to the martyred President 
the full tribute which is properly ·due 
him. Perhaps the greatest epitaph ever · 
written of Mr. Lincoln was written by his 
great Secretary of War, Mr. Stanton; 
when at the time of Mr. Lincoln's death, 
Mr. Stanton said-despite the many bit
ter differences of opinion which existed 
between Mr. Lincoln and Mr. Stanton
"Now he belongs to the ages." 

Mr. President, as we pay Washington 
a tribute by reading the words of his 
Farewell Address, so now I endeavor to 
pay appropriate tribute to Mr. Lincoln by 
reading a few words from his second in
augural address, delivered on March 4, 
1865, which are as appropriate today as 
they were when they were uttered at the 
end of the War Between the States. In 
that address Abraham Lincoln said: 

Fondly do we hope, fervently do we pray, 
that this mighty scourge of war may speedily 
pass away. Yet, if God wills that it continue 
until all the wealth piled by the bondsman's 
250 years of unrequited toil shall be sunk, 
and until every drop of blood drawn with the · 
lash shall be paid by another drawn with 
the sword, as was said 3,000 years ago, so 
still it must be said "the judgments of the 
Lord are true and righteous altogether." 

And then he said, as we remember his 
famous words: 

With malice toward none, with charity for 
all, with firmness in the right as God gives 
us to see the right, let us strive on to finish 
the work we are in, to bind up the Nation's 
wounds, to care for him who shall have borne 
the battle and for his widow and his orphan, 
to do all which may achieve and cherish a 
just and lasting peace among ourselves and 
with all nations. 

Mr. President, I think those words in 
themselves pay Mr. Lincoln all the trib
ute which any mortal could.hope to pay 
to him. They are his own immortal 
words-almost as eloquent, indeed, as 
the words of his Gettysburg address. · 

Mr. President, some of the great news
papers today have paid tribute to Mr. 
Lincoln more eloquently than I could 
ever hope to do. Therefore I shall ask 
unanimous consent to speak through 
them and to have printed at this point 
in the body of the RECORD, as a part of 
my remarks, three stirring, thought
provoking editorials in honor of Lincoln. 
They should be read by every Member 
of the Senate. One is from the Philadel
phia Inquirer, and is entitled "Lincoln's 
Way Can Still Save America and Free
dom." 

Another, entitled "The 'Lincoln Iqea'," 
is published in the New York Times for. 
today. I hope every Member of the Sen
ate will take the time to read this edi-

torial in the light of the situation exist
ing in the world today. 

The third editorial, entitled "The Uni
versal Lincoln," appears in today's issue 
of the New York Herald Tribune. It 
constitutes another thought-provoking 
discussion of a great man. 

Mr. President, I cannot say any more 
that would raise the name of Lincoln 
higher than he himself raised it through
out his entire life, and up to the time of 
his death. We should be grateful that 
our people show an ever-growing recog
pition of his greatness, and are reflect
ing. that recognition in their everyday 
lives. 

Mr. President, I now ask unanimous 
consent that these remarks and these 
editorials may appear in the RECORD at 
the beginning of the proceedings for to
day, rather than at the end of them, as 
a further tribute to Mr. Lincoln. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Is there ob
jection? The Chair hears none; and it 
is so ordered. 

The editorials are as follows : 
[From the Philadelphia Inquirer of 

February 12, 1951] 
LINCOLN'S WAY CAN STILL SAVE AMERICA AND 

FREEDOM 

On this birthday of' Abraham Linc<;>ln the 
great question is whether this is the glorious 
Nation he fought so hard and so well to save. 

Are its people as determined in 1951, as 
they were in 1861, to preserve its freedom? 
Are they as eager to struggle against terrible 
odds to conti:nue America on the path to 
still greater destinies? 

We believe that to all such questions an 
affirmative answer can instantly be given and 
that Lincoln himself, who once fervently 
spoke of the promise of "man's vast future" 
in our country, would without hesitation 
render the same verdict. 

The Rail Splitter, as he was about to be
come President, saw the enormous perils 
that were rushing upon the Nation and re
marked: "The man does not live who is more 
devoted to peace than I am, none ·who would 
d l more to preserve it, but it may be neces
sary to put the foot down firmly." 

Look at his subsequent course: he sought 
peace, but with never a thought of appease
ment. Up till the first shot at Sumter and 
throughout the war which followed he re
pelled every attempt to bring about its end 
on terms that would weaken the Union. 

Lincoln, who knew how to deal with Cop
perheads and traitors, faintheart's and ap
peasers, has virtually given us a chart for 
national conduct in dealing with the Reds 
and fellow travelers of 1951 and the dan
gers they represent now. 

There were timorous Americans .in 1861 
who wanted to "let the erring sisters go." 
They wanted to give up the Union-they 
wanted peace at any price. Throughout the 
war there were disloyal people who secretly 
or openly tried to aid the enemy. 

Abraham Lincoln's steadfast wisdom over
came them all. With similar but greater per
ils from the Red menace confronting us 
today we need to cling to the Great Eman
cipator's way as the only way to discharge 
our duty of world leadership; to save Amer
ica and with it human liberty on this earth. 

[From the New York Times of February 
12, 1951] 

THE "LINCOLN IDEA" 

It might even be true, as some scoffers 
say, that Lincoln has become "the great 
American myth:" It could be true that the 
cult of "Lincolnolatry" has obscured the 
man and most of the facts about him. 
Nevertheless, the man and his meaning have 
an indisputable and an unshakable place in 
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